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I 'I"THE SOVIET PHILOSOPHERS, 1945 - 1957.

TWTRODUCTION
1. 7 The history of the fate of Sovict Philosophy since
the cnd of the war can be divided into four phascs.
2. The study begins in 1947 with an attack directed by
Zhdanov which took the form of an all-Union discussion of

G.F. Alcksandrov's History of Western Philosophy. Two aspccts

of this werc notable. In the first placc, its primary object
was to jerk the profcssional philosophers out .of the position
of entrenched indcpendence as a college of idcological high
priests, into which they had successfully intrigued themsclves.
But secondly, they were enjoined to become obcdient exccutors
of party directives to supply the theorctical arguments and
thus to create among the intcllectuals a favourable atmospherec
for the accoptance of the general policy of the lcadership.

3 : The next phasc represonts ’chc attompt of the philo-
sophcrs to apply themselves with abjcet willingness to carrying
out the injunctions of Zhdanove In this thoy failed lamentably.
They picked an apparently safe winner in backing the vicws of
Professor iarr, which they with full reason belicved to coincide
with thosc of Stalin., They scriously miscalculatced, however,

and their endeavour to rehebilitate themselves misfired. In

1951 Stalin himsclf camc out against the views of llarr, to

2/thc serious
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the serious discomfiture of a.'l.l the professional philosophers
who had backed thems The reasons for this surprising devel-
opment suggested in this paper are that Stalin's reactions
were less ideologicel than personal, The supporters of Herr
hed unwisely, as events showed, used some of iarr's political
activities in Georgia in 1905 to bolster the claims of their
champion. This indireotly gave authorlity to certain early
wrii:ings of Merr which Stalin, ever sensitive to the history
of Georgian Bolshevism, was anxious to keep suppressed.
(There is emple evidence of the lengths bo which Stalin was
prepared to go to fake the history of Georgian Bolshevism in
order to bolster his own role, which lends support to this
hypothesis).

L. The chastencd and rebuffed philosophers now entered
on their third phase, from 1951 until Stolin's death. Their
gctivity was now confined to commentary on, and e_xaggerafed
praise of, Stalin's contribution 1;40 Marxist theory, and to
systematic misrepresentation of Western philosophy in a manner
bordering on the ludicrous. In so far as the philosophers
during this pericd ventvured inYo the field of ideological
speculation, they confined themselves to carrying out the
injunctions clearly deducible from Stalin's own work on
Linguistics, which he had written against the views of ]siar;?:

3/they no longer

thoy no longor attcmpted to interpret official Soviet policy
in the light of liarxism, but on the contrary sct about rc-
writing Marxism so as to meke it fit with Sovict, or Stalin's,
policics. It is of interest thet, cven beforc Stalin's death,
there was ono spherc in which their anticosmopolitan fervour
scems to have gone too far - that of theorctical physics.

The usual vulgar attacks on the theories of Wostern physicists
were cventually quellcd, in 1952, by the distinguished mathe-
matician Fok, who won official support. Plainly, the impurtance
of physics in a nuclear world outweighed the importance of
anticosmopolitan zcals

54 Stalin's death and the subsequent denigration of
Stalin at the XXth Congress have not to date (mid 1957) led to
any great daring on the part of the philosophers. Indeed, the
leading philosophers are too far compromised by their rccord
of exemplary sycophancy to put themselves forward ‘as leaders
of a "new liberalism". Two main trends have been discernible:
first, an atte@t to present a somewhat more objective picture
of the curront achicvements of Westerm philosophy. This trcnr.I
is dictated perhaps not so much by "liberalism", as by the
practical recognition thet if there is to be acedemic co-
existence, it is necessary to h;ve pr;)fcssional philosophers

who know more, say, of Frcud, than the fact that hc was an agent

4/of imperialist
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CHAPTER T,

of imperialist opprossions An intorcsting sidelinc to this

feond has boon the rohabilitetion of cybormetica - bitherto 1e Post-war development in what might be dcscribed as

de i ¥ itali . tati .
condemncd as a device used by capitalists for the cxploitation the Study of Philosophy in the Soviet Union was largely determined

£t . e Vi i i
of the workers. The second trond has been cvident in tho by a number of spasmodic attempte (all of thom abortive) to

light si t i 5 i i N s
sHght signs that the youngor philosophors; ospecially in tho imploment the principle of "perty-mindcdness" in philosophye

non-Russi i i a i . : i
noiuasisn ropublics, aro pressing for groater scalonic Perty-nindedncss (partiinost) mcans - in conncction with

objectivit; d f: . i N A
doctivity end froodom. This trond hes beon stoutly opposod philosophy - far more than mere compliance with the political

by all the loading philosophers, who have uscd the cxamplc of Line of tho Party, and moro $han the parby-control practised

Hi & s an s s
lungary to urge the dangerous conscquences of any ideological in other branches of cultural activity. In thoory, the philo-

deviatio This is the itd te t s s
me This is fhe position at tho momon That much sophy teught in the proletarian State is identical with tho

private and unpublished discussion is going on in the numecrous
idcology of the ruling Party.

university faculties of philosophy is, however bertain. .
’ ’ 2. The Marxist-Leninist principle of unity of theory and
Lattorly, thoro have appearcd protagonists of academic freedom - .
practice requires philosophy to perform a dual function:

notably tho present Rector of Leningrad University. The arguient .
i ¢ Y & a) It has to be the theory on which all practical

which thosc new "liboral" protagonists adduce is that the proper
decisions of the Party are founded, and has to pro-

course is not o suppross free discussion, but to guide it and .
vide an ultimetc justification for them, and

load it along ordorly end controlled lincs. This is strongl\;f

b) it has to be a powerful instrument for

reminiscent of the argument of the "liberal" burcsucrats and s s s 5 4
implementing thesc practical decisions, in organizing

police officers in Ipperialist Russia - notably the Dc . s
¥ v i their acceptance by all concerned and in providing

Chief of ‘the Moscow police, Zubatov, It remains to be seon
an effective foundation for successful propaganda.

if, as did their predecossors, the present advocates of "econ- .
This - in short - is what philosophy should bec accprd:mg to

trolled frocdom" will find that it can only too casily get .
Lenin and, in fact, this is what it had been for Lenin, under

out of hand,
Lenin, and in Lenin's own thinking, In him the fusion of

2/heory and gy i
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thoory and practice was complote, His political decisions

woro besed on the thoorctical views which ho hold sincerely and
seriocusly, end these theorctical views were used as a nmeans to
achieve the practical ends for which they seemed in Lenin's cyes
to provide e theoretically unimpeachable Justification. Neyer
aid he. allow himself to voice a thoorctical principle if this
aid not secm cxpedicnt for the echievenent of a concrote ‘
political tergot. For instance, in 1906 he kept quiet about

his dissension frou Bogdanov's "empiriomonistic! philosop}iy

as long as - for Party organizational reasons - it was necessary
for hin to work hand in hand with Bogdenov. As soon as this
political alliance becamc obsolcte and also in order to attract
Plokhanov, he attacked Bogdanov on the philosophical front

with a -violcncc of lmg;:age which has cver since been the
dominant tonc of Cormunist philosophical writing.

3 After the 'dictatorship of tho proletariat! became
established in Russia, and the Communist Party took control

of all scholarsiqip and cducational activities, demands for’

'the unity of theory and practice' wore put to those af:ademic
circles of professional philosophers who were responsible for
the development and propagation of Party ideolegy in the
Sovict State. The history 0.1:“ philosophical debates and the ’

personal fates of meny profcssional philosophers in the Soviet

3/Union,

Union, in the course of the last forty years, dcuonstratc that
this unity - which was so nawurally and casily achieved in the
person of Lenin - has never been enulated, end perhaps could
never have been applicable to the activitics of professionel
philosophers, They were on thce one hand the repositorics of
highly-spccialized knowledge, pundits to whon the sources and
origins of the idcology of the rulors of the Sovict State
should be more familier than to anybody clsc. But, on the
other hand, in an overwhelming majority of cascs they were

not dircctly concerned with the work of the poliscy-making
strata of the Party hierarchy with whom all practical decisions
rested, In the late twentics aad thirties, in the struggle
between the mechanists and the Deborinists, the professional
philosophers had to learn by bitter expericnce all the dangers
of beconing (more ofton than not j_nadvertcntly) purveyors of
amunition for possible and actual deviationists, The lessons

of the pogron of mcchanists, and the cclipse of Deborin in

“the early thirties werc nover forgotten by them. Philosophers

becane tiiaid and restricted themsclves wbstly to cpitomising

the works of Lenin and Stalin by copious and uncritical gquotation.
Appcals from high official places to show 'initiative and
boldness', to producc theorctically well-founded textbooks of

dialoctical naterialism, failed to restorc their sclf-confidence.

Lfiany of then,

50X1-HUM
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Hany of thom, particularly tho intcllectually inclined, turncd

to the study of historical problems of a non-controvorsial

cheracter.

L Such 1:ﬁas the atmosphere in which a collective three-
]

volume work on/History of Philosophy was produccd and published
at the beginning of the wes under tho genoral oditorship of
G.F. Alcksandrov., At about this time, the same Alcksandrov
produced a textbook on the History of Western Fhilosophy for
university students, The first drafts of the book arc said

to have appcarcd boforc the wer., The first cdition of the
conplete work was published by the Higher Party School, and

had a restricted circulation, Alcksandrov's critics implied

that this was donc in order to keep the book out of general
circulation and to protect it from criticisn during the statutory
six months' period preceding proscntation for the award of a
Stalin prize. The high position of the author in the Party —
(Head of the Central Committec Directorste for Agitation and
Propaganda) sccured the mest favoursble suspices for this —
pubiication,. the first reviews in the Soviet Press were most
flattoring, and the Ministry of Education rccommended the book
for usc in tho universities and Institutcs of Higher Educatign.
Then, at the start of the period with which we concern oursolves
(1946) in this paper, there came a reaction which not only
reversed the situation with regard to Alcksandrov's book but

5/dcterained the

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3

50X1-HUM

deternined the whole further development of academic work on
philosophy in the Soviet Union for the next ton years. It
appears that’b%gc publication of the third volume of the collec-
tive work on/History of Philosophy had alrcady coused somo
discontent in the Central Comnittee, and there had been a
decision pointing out the shortcomings of this book. Alcksandrov,
obviously relying on his strong position in the Party, dis-
regarded this criticism and had his book published.
5e This caused a dircct intervention by Stalin to which
Alcksandrov hinself refers, and the Central Committee ordercd
a discussion on the merits of Alcksandrov's book to be held by
tle Institute of Philosophy of the Academy of Sciences. Therc
is no published record of this first discussion in the swmer
of 1946, and the way it was staged only increasod the suspicions
which hed already existed in the Central Comnittee., No steno-
graphic minutcs were taken, and not all those who wanted to
teke part in the debates were allowed o spcAk. Accusations
were nade that the speakers had been handpicked by Alelcsanﬂrov.
himself and included a number of his friends who had already
culogized his book in print. And yet those who took pert in
the discussion were equally divided in their opinion on the
merits of the book, »
6. The heavy guns of the Zentral Cormittee wore thereforc

brought to bear on the Institute of Philosophy, and an

6/unprecedented




unprecedented public philosophical discussion, on an all-Union
scale, was organized in June, 1947 in .ioscow. It wes presided
over by h.A. Zhdanov, who directed tho debetes for ten deys.
Moreover, he himself deliverod an orabion which was the official
cxpression of the Central Committee's vicws, not only on
Aloksandrov's book itself, but on the whole situation on "the
philosophical front" in the Soviet Union. The record of the
proceedings of this fantastic gathering was published as the
first volume of the now philosophical megazine: "Questions of
Philosophy". The discussion, in which more then forty speakers
took part (over forty did not speak but their contributions
wore later published in the procecdings), reflected meny sides
of the acadonic conditions prevailing in the Soviet Union
immediately after the war, And yet the reading of this record
leaves us guessing as to the purpose for which this unprecedented

show was staged. ifany of those who attonded, and even some of

‘those who took part in the discussion, obviously had no idea

what it was all about. Onc of the spcakors, a women Profcssor
of Philosophy from Odessa, mafc the unchallenged and surprising
statcment that she had not been eble to get the book under
discussion frow librarics or bookshops and ha? hal to borrow
it from friends! Another speaker referred to the carlicr
.ﬂiscussion of Alcksanirov's book as if it had been about some

shameful sccret, an unevowable illness which hed befallen -

7/philosophical
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philosophical circles. The fact that no-one attempted openly
to defend tho views criticized by Zhdanov, and that Aleksandrov
himself meekly accepted all that was said against him (and
much of it was rather humiliating) and.indeed masochistically
embroidered on it, only mekes it nore aifficult to find out
what this diseasc really was.
e It has sometimes becn said thet the attack on
Aleksendrov's book was only purtb of the anti-cosmopolitan
cempaign headed by Zhdanov, and that it is comparable with the
latter's criticisim of the Loningrad literary magezine in 1946:
in other words, according to this view the philocophical dis-
cussion was only part of the extreme anti-western campaign which
culminated before Stalin's death in the frame-up of the doctors
and the anti-semitic witoh-hunt. The proccedings of the dcbatc
in 1947 do not quitc becar out such an intorpretation. In the
case of the writers therc had been victime (Zoshchenko and
Akhmatova, for cxauple), but sone of the philosophers who cane
under criticism were troated more leniently. Aleksandrov
himself was removed from the Dircctoratc of Agitation and Propa-
genda and was appointed Hcad of the Institute of Philosophy of
the heademy of Sciences. Under Malonkov he beeame Minister of
Culture of tl&e U.S.S.R., from which office ho was reacved after
linlenkov's resignation from the Chairmenship of the Council of
Hinisters. The tenor of Zhdanov's indictmcr'mt against Alcksandrov

indicatcs that he was not so much out for the liquidation of

8/a herosy
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a heresy as for instilling morc courage and fighting spirit
among the professional philosophers so that thoy night bocone
worthy represontativr;s of Leninist/Stalinist orthodoxye

8. Zhdanov's speech, as it appears in print, is divided
into two perts, The first doals vith the shortconings of -

- Alcksandrov's book; the second with the situation on the

philosophicel front. -Alcksandrov's book is, indecd, a nost

undistinguished concoction which invites the kind of sarcastic
criticism so lawishly pourcd out on it by Zhdanov. The idco-
logically important part of this criticisn is, however, that
doaling with Alcksandrov's trcatment of cerly ilarxisme In

his introductory chapter Alcksandrov paid the inevitable lip-
service to the principle of party-mindedness in thilosophy.
Applicd to this History of Philosophy, this principle would
roquire Alcksandrov to show how changes in philosophical idcas
were brought about by the process of class struggle, whenever
this becemc acute, as the result of changes in the basic ccoz{:onic
and social structure of socicty. 2Zhdanov pointed out in his -
criticisn that whenever Alcksandrov tricd tu_app]y this ncthod

of historical interprctation he failed, cither becausc he st\:xok
to generalities and did not explain how spocific social conflicts
doternined the omergence of one or ‘another philosophical theory;
or because he lacked the necessary historical knowledge ond
misinterpreted the basic conditions. And so he was ‘forced to

9/f2ll back

NN
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fall back, accerding to Zhdanov, on the old-fashioned bourgeois
nothod of expounding philosophical dcvclopr;\cnt as an association
of ideas in which new theorics cmerge as the vrosult of develop-
nent or criticism of old oncs without dircet relation to the
underlying process of class struggle. This inconsistency between
the principle of historical roscarch proclaimed in Alcksandrov!s
introductory chapter, and the actual cxposition of philouophical
developrent in his book culivinated in the greatest crror of all
when Alcksandrov oxplained the formation of liarx's and Engels'
philosophicgl vicws as part of such an essociation of idcas.
According to Alcksandrov, the philosophy of karx and Engels
appears to be the crowning stage of all "progressive thinking!
in the preceding centurics. In this conncction Zhdanov remorks:
"The vegue wording of the author's definitions glosses over

the cnormous revolutionary significance of the discovery of
genius made by Marx and Engels; while cmphasising the conncc-
tion of liarx with his prcd;:ccssors in philosophy, the author
fails to denonstrate that with lMerx a totally now period in

the history of philosophy camc into being, a poried in which
philosop}qy became a scicnce for the first timCessesee”s Zhdanov
blames the author‘ of the textbook for quoting Chernyshevsky

to the offect that in our 'deys we should look upon our historical
predecessors with "respect and Al;',:ost filial love", rccognizing
the greatness of their genius and the noble character of their

10/toaching
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toaching which contains the nuclous of our own ideas. Zhdanov -
contrasted this with Lenin's atbitude towards those who did

not sharc his uatorialistic views., "Lonin himself", Zhdanov
went on, "has - a&s is wcll known - not sparcd his opponcnts.
Lenin saw in every atteipt to gloss ovor tho contradictions -
betwoen philosophical schools, and to reconcile thom, nothing
but & tactical menccuvre of reactionery profcessorial philosophy.
How, after that, could comrade ileksandrov come out in his
toxtbook as e preacher of toothless vegetarianisn toverds
philosophical oppononts and dofinitoly pay tribute to pro-
fessorial quesi-objectivism, whereas liarxism was born, grew up,
end becane victorious in a merciless struggle against all
representatives of idealist tronds?"

9% According to Zhdanov, Aleksendrov's crrors and short-
conings wore not morely the rcsult of his personal ideological
slackness. The whole position on the philosophicel front - -
"which reminds onc uch morc of a quict backwater, or a camping
site far away in the rcar of tho battlefield" - secmed to h:i:m -
unsatisfactory. The lagging behind of the philosophers was

only pert of the general ideological slowing-down which had .
been sceverely criticiséd and condermed by the Central Comuittee.
Zhdenov went out of his way to enalyse the "subjective" reasons
for this 'lagging behind's Thesc subjective roasons he sew in

the dictatorial way Alcksandrov was dirccting the work of the

11/philosophical
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philosophical front, in his intolerance towards criticism,

in his reliance on a narrov vircle of collaborators and adnirers
of his own talent. Zhdanov reproached the philosophers,
especially those of the younger generation, for not having
grasped sufficiently the foundation of iarxism/Leninism and

for having failed to dctect tho remmants of the influence of
bourgeois ideology.

104 It is clear that Zhdanov was disingenous in his
attoopt to reduce the causcs of the ideological slackness of
the first post-war ycars to su_ch "subjective" factors., We rmst
bear in mind that during the war the Party had to soft-pedal
its own propaganda in order not to antagonize clements in the
country who were ready to co-operate in the common war effort
from patriotic or other nmotives. Among these motives was the
consciousncss of fighting in defence of a common inheritance
with the West which was threatencd by Nezi/Fascist barbarity.
This sensc of solidarity with the "prcgréssivc forces" of the
West was a new fact’or, and Zhdanov hinsclf testificd to its
importance as far as the younger generation of party idco-
logists was concerncd. For thom the days of militant communisn '
scemed to belong to the past, and to be overshadowed by the
new solidaritics which were justly believed to have contributed
to victory in the war., Perhaps, some of those younger people

hoped that the same forces of solidarity which helped to win

12/the war
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the war would now be used in the enornmous task of reconstruction.
The demand that philosophers should stop commenting and epito-
mizin‘g besic works of HMarxism/Leninism, end should not neglect
scholarship, detailed study of philosophy and "'monographic
work", camec from such circles. It was sharply rebuked by Zhdanov,
vof course., " he said, "the creative work of a philosopher must
be the cornerstone of his activities but that-does not mean

that he should wind up his work as commentator or - better say -
his popularising work. This is also needed by our pcople."

It was certainly needed at that time by Stalin, the Central
Committee, end Zhdanov himself.

M. Zhdanov went out of his way to rckindle the flame of
revolutionary fervour in the motley gathering of professional
teachers of philosophy whom he was addrcessing. He admitted

that the days of rcvolutionary class strugglc werc over in

Sovict socicty. This, however, should not lcad to a stagnetion

in tho idcological ficld., .Anticipating a doctrine proclaimed

by étalin in. his work condemning the lMarrist hc:;csy, Zhdanov .
said that progress in Soviet socicty docs not proceed by

way of class struggle and cataclysnms as it docs under capitai-
isme The recal moving force in Socialist socicty takes the
shape of criticisnm and self-criticism - "a powerful instrument -
in the hends of the Party. This is, without any doubt, a now

kind of movement, a new typo of development, a new dialectical

1 3/ law,"

e e e~ eS|
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law." It falls to the philosophers to take an active, and
indced a leading part in it. Zhdanov took it on himself to
demonstratc how old Leninist nethods of fighting idealist
philosophers should be revived, Idealist philosophy, he said,
had led whole nations to Fascisms Now it stends beforc us in
all its revolting, dirty essence, reflecting the whole depth,
baseness, and filth of bourgeois degeneration. Soviet philo-
sophers were invited to exposc and denounce the slanders end
obscurantist campuigns of such debased thinkers as present-day
Thonists, existentialists, and bourgeois scicntists who were
supplying fideisin and popery with new arguaents. "Take for
instance the tcaching of the English astronomer Eddington on
‘he physical constants of the world which lecads you dircctly
to the pythagorean mysticisn of nwabers, and evolves fron
nathomatical formulac such cssential constants of the world

as the apocalyptic nunbex: 666; take for instence the Kentian
sophistry of contemporary bourgeois atomic physicists vho
proclain a frecdom of the will for eclectrons, and attenpt to
represent matter as a certain congloncration of waves and
similar devilry." Therc is no limit to Zhdanov's extravagenzas '
as far as denunciation of bourgeois philosophy is concerncd.
It is according to hin but a servant of ‘é.ton—dollar denocracy!
dresscd up in the shattered armour of obscurantisn and popery.
In their struggle against larxism bourgeois philosophers have

aligned themsclves with gangsters, soutencurs, spies and

1l/criminals
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il V W who, with the connivance of Profossors Kruzhkov and
crininals, and so on, and so on. Zhdanov concluded with an . was ho who, Wi

i i i taged the first discussion on Aleksandrov's
impassioned appeal to philosophers to keep their povaler dry Vesetsky, had sebotage °

i ! i f the Institute of Philosophy.
and %o romain worthy of the cpsch of Lonin and Stalin, 'the book held under the auspicos o e In

i bhos e of principl d for buildin,
cpoch of our people - the victorious poople, ! Yudin attaecked them for lack of principles an I:4

i i in a d Fodosecv of concentrating powver
1_2. The obligatory applause, stormy and long-lasting, up a cliguc. Yudin accuscd Fedoseo

‘ i i isusing hi ition for influcncing
could hardly conccal the dismay causcd by Zhdanov's oration - in his hands, and of misusing his positi g

i i i id: "“Talk instence, the Chair of
in tho audionce. Alcksandrov himsclf showed such dismay loss sppointments. He said: "Takc, for insbence,

i ci ionces - it is in tho
than any of the others. He wos given the last word in the Philosophy of the Acedemy of Social Scien

i i - air unsatisfactor;
discussion and this he used to cndorsc cvery accusation brought hends of Comrade Fodoseov. If $he Chair shovs v

i i W i rdministrati of Propagende.
ageinst hin by Zhdanov. He adnitted that ho hed failed to worl you have to couplain o tho Adninistration Pag

. i by s i write an article for
nzke propor use of his study of ilarxism end Leninism-when . - that is to Comrade Fedosccv; if you wri

iti i Vi i i i enent with the
vriting his book and that he had failed as an organizer of the the Bolshevik and find yourself in disagreenent Wi

i i i i e Fo N lain to the
Institute of Philosophy. Aleksandrov endod by promising to. Managing Director, Comrade Fodoscov, you must compla:

i i inistrati - i ade Fedosecv."
inprove, provided the Central Committce did not refuse its Administration of Propagenda - again to Comrade

i G: g attacks (in a spcech
sapport and guidance to the leaders of the philosophical front. A1l that Fedoscev had to answer to thesc attack (in a sp

Alcksandrov evidently had somc roason to fool confidont and he was not allowed to nake at the Confercnce, but which was

one is temptod to think that the roal fight at the discussion publishod in the prococdings), ves that Yudin himsclf was

5 . ! i . an1c mings of whict sed others
nay hav-c? concerncd sone Sther porsonalitics. Tn a spoach guilty of- the very semc shortcomings of which he accus ‘.

N . oas Ay s ks ird
nado after Zhdanov, P.F, Yudin (Head of the Institute It was Yudin who presscd for the publication of the thir

i i is i tainted b
of Philosophy, 1938 - 1944) threw somo light on what was going volume of the collcctive History of Philosophy, tain x4

on behind the sconcs, He began sarcestically by saying that the same crrors as Aleksandrov's book; and it was Yudin who

after Zhdanov's speech it had become casier for people to find ! ) hoped to got the Stalin Prize awarded to ite

} i $ 3 i i ate 1i orner
out what they should say, although some of then night find it { 13, Yudin's intervention in the debate lifts a o

difficult to re-arrenge thoir i{lc.ﬂ;s in three ninutos. The of the curtain which conccals‘f)"om us & kind of conspiracy

villain of the piece was, according to Yudin, Pedoscev. It botween the leading specialists in'philosophy which had arouscd

16/thc anger

15/was he who,
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the angor of Stalin and of the Central Cormittec. The deje;tod
surrender of these pecople to the criticisms meted out to then

at the Conference of June, 1947 should not let us forget that
they were the very people who had created the situation which
led to the interference of the Central Comnittee, Zhdanov and
Stalin himself, It should not 1?9 forgotten that they had shown
considerable stubbornness in the face of repeated warnings, ~and
pursued for a time a line of policy which was known to be frowncd
on by the supreme masters. Their protestations, that they had
done so inadvertently through lack of guidance from the Central
Committee, through slackness or personal inability to find the
right way (i.e. the one approved from above) lacked sincerity.
People like Fedoseev and Aleksandrov, even if at that time not
sufficiently influentiel to determine the Party line, were

close enough to the ruling circles to know what this line was.

Ve are entitled, thercfore, to ask two question: i) What

were they after? 11) ‘I;Iha’c or who encouraged them on their __
path and what were they relying upon when risking the dis-
pleasurc of the Supreme‘Lcadership?

e ‘ However difficult it may be to find a satisfactory:
answer to these questions, -this must be attempted. We nust, )
at léast, have a working hypothesis to understand the compli-
cated situation on the ideological front in 1947, and to grasi:
its far—rcaching implications for succeeding years, including
the current one.

17/15.

-17 -

154 Procecding by the nethod of elimination, we imst
first of all exclude the possibility that the aims pursued by
tho "philosophical clique" werc anti-communist or, 1n any way,
directed ageinst the regime. In spite of many unpleasant
things Zhdanov had to tell then, the tone of his statement in
June, 1947 was quite diffcrent fronm the one he edcpted in
criticizing certain authors and poets a year beforc, There
was no imputation of anti-soviet motives in his attack on
Aleksandrov and coipeny, bub merely a reproach for their in-
ability to fulfil the task which the Central Committee expected
philosophers to performs In saying so, Zhdanov can hardly have
been quite candide If anything, he himsclf was a formidable
adninistrator, and had the philosophers indced been incpt
nincompoops, he would have known how tq deal with them and how
to attract morc competent poople to the important work of
agitation and propaganda., In his criticism Zhdanov hinself
"glossed over" ~ to usc his own favouritc term - the real
offence of the accused. He did not tell them what they were
expected to be, and whet part they should play in Sovivot society,
Wut he did not denounce thea for wanting to play a different
role and did not expose what this role.had been in their con-
ception in the days preceding the philosophical discussion

of 1947, It is only by implication from his own speech and
from the fortuitous revelation of a document in 1952 (Deccmber

24th) in Pravda, that we can reconstruct the secret ains

- 18/pursued
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»pursued by “he philosophical clique before 1947, Trat yoas s
the ‘mete'oric riso > Voznoscnsly who bosame a member of tho
Po}Litburo about the time when the philosophical discussion took
place, It is possj.'blu that at least onc of the philcsophc:s
vho canc under criticism, Fedosccjr, sincercly supported Voznescousky.
Two ycars later, in 1949, Fedoscov togethor with ileksandrov

#nd Tovchuk, was dismissed from the editorial board of Boishewik
for having boen supportors of Voznesensky and for having pro-
pagated tho views expro2ssed by him in his book"The tiilitery ”
Foononirs of the U.S.S.R. durirs tho "'a.r for the Fatherlead " j
But that was, of courso, after the fall and disappcarance of
Voznescnsky, the circumstonces of which have not been revealol
oven now when Voznesensky is, at least partly, rchabilitatoed.
It is, however, significant that the dccrec of the Central
Committec of 14th July, 1949 sevorely reprimanding Fedoscev

and dismissing hinm and his associates from the Bolshevil,

follovs closely the line of criticism dirccted against thom
at the philosophical discussion. Herc again they arc accused
q.f huilding'v:zp a clique, 'of having alicnated themselves from -

Party }ife, of relying on a narrow group of authors, and of

-eltering the toxts of articles sont to .  Bolshovik withoub

tae knowlcdge of thoir authors - all accusations which werc

19/voiced
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voiced from various quartors at the Philosophical Conferonce
of 1947, *

164 In 1947, however, Voznesensly was still in power and
no-one could be attacked openly for supporting him. It is
nevertheless possible that the criticisa of the philusophers
by Zhidanov was really direclcd against Voznesensky, and was to
serve as a warning %o him. Thoere is no necccssity, however, to
meke such an assumption. The philosophers were at fault because
of their own behaviour, although this behaviour might have been
influenced by what Voznesensky had been dcing when he was the
Head of the Gosplan., In that position Voznescnsky showed a
tendency to emancipate himself from the control of the Politburo,
besing his pretensions on his special knowledge and understanding
of economic techniques and on his achicvements in the adminis-
tration of Sovict war economy. Under Vozncsensky, the Gosplan
organization prosumed to play the role of en independont
"adviser" of the supromo leadership on cconomi.c questions,

and its advice was to be based on its special knowledge of
cconopic neccssities and itsskill in solving economic problems

20/(docunented

® Note: The key document - a Resolution of the Central Committee
deted 14th July, 1949 - was quoted in an article by Suslov
on 24th December, 1952, In this articlc Suslov attecks Fedoscov
for his contributions to Izvestiya of 12th and 21st Dcceidber of
the same ycar, The Resolution of the Central Committce ‘of 1949
algo.contains a stricture on Shepilov who was at that time accused
of having recormerded Voznescnsky's book as a textbook for
Secretarics of District Party Committees and for propagendists.

50X1-HUM
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t
(documentod by its ability to organize war-time production) Conmunisn to any group of specialists whosc authority was based
1 far morc then on the light and guidence emanating from tho - on their own scholarly achicvements end academic position,
; suprenc authority. It looks as if the philosophers around instead of being derived from an investiturc by the Supreme
| - .
: | D e W d
] Aloksandrov and Fedosccv wanted a similar status for their work Leader. In other words, the Party leadership was not propare
j in the fi;xld of ideology to the one Voznesensky wanted in the to accept the existence of a College of idecological high-pricsts
i ; is - W - We 2 vhat t tensi
field of economic activities, Alcksandrov, and the authors and this - we must assune - we.s exactly what tho pretensions
i ic: ig ted to. i sible theb
- of the third volune of the History of Philosophy, protended of the philosophical clique amounted to., I% is possi
i ki put 4 their claim
to introduce young people, most of whom worc to become perty - the philosophers werc encouraged to put forwar eir cla.
si leading positii in thei ial ficid by
propagendists, journalists, and ideologists, to the highly for an exclusive leading position in their special ficid by
specializod knowledge of the origins of biarxist theory end Voznesensky, who was a membor of the Politkaro. The support
s . - etensi in & oni
of its historical antecedents. The philosophical contents they gave him in his own sinilar pretensions in the ccenonic
¢ of their writings are naive and prinmitive to a degree, bub ficld might well have been reciprocal. But they werc the first
4 © ’
it i i 3 i W d w forced to
o they did introduce their rcaders to a new world of specialized to burn their fingers; they climbed down and vwere force
knowledge lying beyond the direct control of those who aro not a huniliating surrcnder, whoreas Vozncsensky possibly resisted
: specialists, £nd hlcksandrov end his fricnds did claim a and was broken, Zhdanov's position is particularly interesting
3 . . s 2
i s . N —_ . N in's ins .
%2 monopoly of this toaching, just as Vozncsensky did in his in this connection. While carrying out Stalin's instructions ‘
I; £icld, to the exclusion of criticisa by Party rank and file., - for a cleansing operation on the philosophical front, he scens
. 17 Such pretensions to become Gurus on questions of to have made it possible for the philosophers to bend and not
: ' » n. n ky affair camc uj
i philosophy were quitc intolerable from the point of view of o break under the storm. When the Voznescnsky = P
: the Party leadership. However orthodox and conformist the he was already buried in the Xrcmlin wall end lialenkov was
I . h— ! A
¢ s . R too cautious to protect the philosophers. They suffered a
i teachings of such philosophors may have been, they had to be P P .
) inor i Vi af't
!'; kept under direct Party control. The Contral Committec - for ninor defoat, but lived to return to power and glory er
1 b talin's death.
!”; which, at that time,we should rcad "Stalin" - could not Stalin's death,
surrender the build-up of the ideological Foundation of 18. In analysing the policy of the lcading philosophers
. R before the discussion of 1947 we have been forced to rely on
21/Communisn
. 22/conjecturc
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conjecture, There is no such necessity with rcgerd to the

role which was assigned to them. This role was clearly stated
by Zhdanov and further claborated by the philosophers themselves.
They worc o become obedient exocutors of the Party leadership
directives, and wore to apply themsclves to the cstablishrent

of a favoureble atmosphere among intellcctuals for the accep-
tence of the general policy dictated by the leadership. They
werc to supply theorctical arguments in support of such decisions
as the leadership might take, and not to suggest what these
decisions should be according to their own reading of the
fundanental texts of Marxism/Leninisn. As far as the history

of philosophy was concerned they were to accept the thesis that
all philosophers in a non-socialist socicty werc conscious and
unconscious instruments in the hands of the ruling classcs,

i.c. elements of tho suporstructure designed to maintain the
supremacy of these classcs in the social order. All non-parxist
philosophy was to be trested as an instrument in the hands of

the enemics of communisn and, therefore, as obscurantist and
war-nongering, Beyond that, the: philosophers should assist

the Party in its struggle against the survival of bourgeois

mentality in Soviet society itself, and intensify its fight

against religious prejudices and religion in general. 'In
particuf!.er, the philosopher should keep a watch on activitics
in the various branches of science. Whatever the achievements .

of sciontists in their particular ficld might be, thoy

23/are apt
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are apt to fall into orror when generalizing® The philosophers
should become the watch-dogs of commnisi, attacking all possible
idcological doviations which night emcrge from the general
concoptions of modern physics, physiology, biology, genctics
and the humanitics.

19 As far as the organization of the philosophical world
was concerncd, Zhdanov demended thet wider strata of Party
workers should become associasted with it and that no ecadeaic
body, such as the Institute of Philosophy of the hcadcmy of
Science, should have thc monopoly of jdeological policy. This
last demand gave a kind of populist democratic slant to the
criticisi voiced against Aleksandrov and conpany during the
discussion. It rust also be scen in conjunction with the re-
organization of Agitprop (the ideological scction of the Central
Committec Sccretariat) which took place about the sane tince
Alcksandrov and several philosophers werc removed from this
scctions The philosophers thon did indeed losc their rionopoly
of ideological policy, which now passcd %o professional
apparatchiki. The change in lcadership soon became appe.r'entv -
possibly beceusc the new party burcaucrats felt less surc of
thomselves in the ideological ficld than had the professional
idcologists. At any raté, as will be scen, thc; party lcader-
ship @id not thereafter very closely supervisc and guide the
activities of the Central Philosophical Institutes. It did,

of course, oxercise control through the mediua of the party

2l/orgenizations

50X1-HUM

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Cop

-2 -

orgenizetions within thosc Institutcs. But to a large cxtent
the lcading philosophers werc loft to their owm resources for
finding out which way the wind ves blé\'ring, and for lecarning

to comply with the whins of the suprome Leadership by & nothod

of triel and orror.

25/CHIPTER IT
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CHAPTER II

20 The execution of vhe programme, olcarly defined in
Zhdanov's historic spco.ch presented groater ﬂifficult;les than
tho willing philosophers over expected, It seemé that they
were given far too great a freedon in selecting the best woy )
to implement Zhdenov's instructions; in other words, they
seom to have been given enough rope to hang themselves.
Aleksandrov, after having confessed to everything of which he
was accusod, was appointed Head of the Institutc of Philosophy
of the Academy of Sciences, and was co-responsible ex officio
for the contents of the magazine Voprosy Filosofii (the first
issue of which was for .;[uly, 1947) of which Kedrov 'be;:e{.le chief
editor., Zhdanov had rcquired the philo-sophcrs o become Watch-
dogs in all idcological metters resulting from the activity of
scientists and scholars in their special ficlds. Kedrov's
method was, accordingly, to commission prominent specialists )
in .tho'se branches of knowledge where ideologically GL';ﬂtI'O—
versial ideas had reccently clashed, ;'m order to reconcile thesc
ideas with the official LIarxist/Leninist/Sta{Lini;t doctrine.

21, By 1947 an ideological crisis had broken out in a

number of fields of scicntific enquiry. ZEinstein's z:emoulding

of fundanental ideas in physics had already preoccupicd Lenin,
and required a re-orientation of officiel ideas of physics,

because the founders of Merxism had worked out their attitude

26/on the basis
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on the basis of a now-antiquatemcb“lw]\{err_ft“o_niz.n concopticne Boh:'s
and Hclsanbcrg s contributions to quantuu nechanlcs end, in
ps.rt:.cular, the phys:.can.sts' dndotcrmmlam c-f He:.scﬂborg,,

roq red a speoa.a.} trcatrncnt and e.r]a.ptailz:.on to off:.c:;.al ané
old—fashloned Harxist datcrmmlsm. In the fleld of biology -
Lysonko had alrcady lmmohcd hm vicious attacl\ on the classmal
theories of hercd:.'by, which ‘rcre shared by the mnaorlty of woll-
established authorities on biology in the Soviet Um.on, and had
Livon his support to the agricultural and hort:.cultural methods
of ifichurin and Vilyems. In philology, the controversy betwecn
the 'folid‘wcrs of Mar‘r smd‘ the oxponenfs of the more orthoﬂox.
theory of language was z:beiclﬁ-.’i\g a climax. Xedrov, as cditor,
published in Vog;'osx Filosofii a numbor of articlos in whicl;
t;;e éu'bhors, while paying lip-scrvice to the wisdom of of‘f“icial
dialectical r»a.tcrlallam, tricd to show that certain achicvonents
of \lestcrn ‘science in the last thirty years wore roconcllablc
with tho official Marxist v;i.cw.” "’l‘ho nature of physical know= B
lcdge"Awas disc\’x.s'scd by }.-I.AL'L. tiarkov, and Shr;\algaizzcn, the veteran

authority on biology., in an article ontitled "The Concopt of -

the Whole in Modern Biolo@'" , attacked Michurin's and Lyscnko's

positions.
22, The dichards of Bolshovik doctrinc wore not slow to
react. iiexinov oxposcd the "hypocrisy of iiarkov's attitude",

and démandéd a mch stronger condommation of Ei-.nstein and tho_

27/Copenhagdn

50X1-HUM

- 27 -

Copenhagen School in physics. The shortcomings of Einstein

and of his followers lay not onZ_Ly in the philosophical conse-
quences which they themselves and idealist philosophers drew
from their theories. There were, according o Mdaximov, mista}ces

m the physical theories themselves, The attack on the Institute

was well organized by the Party. On 7th December, 1949 Pravda
published an editorial demending a philosophical magazine with
a "fighting spirit". This was preceded by an all-unioa conference
of Directors of the Chairs of i\iarxism and Leninism and Philo-
sophy in Institutes of Higher Education, which was opensd by
the then Minister of Higher Education of the U.S.S.R., Kaftanov
(soe his article in Bolshevik, NC 12 for 1949, pages 22 - 23).
The same failings as those already mentioned in the discussion
of 1947 were listed once more:- lack of fighting spirit in
the criticism of western ideologies, in particular of cosmo-
pol:.ta:usm, acadenic approach to ideological questions ;

ob,jcct:w:.sr_\ in.the cxposurc of philosophies ahen to r.arxls-a, .

& detached and dispassionate attitude tb cu;rent problems reiscd

by the progress (;f the building of communisn in the Soviet
Union. The fa;.ilure to support the ilichurin movement in biology
at the very height of its struggle aga;nst Weismzx'nism and
Morganism was mentioned as an instance of such shor‘tcomings.‘

It was also said that no lead had been given by philosophers

28/in the
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in tho struggle for materialisn in physicss In other words,

it was a.lleged that the directing bodies of the 'philosophical
front' hed not learned the lessons of Zhdanov's speech of 1947. "
23, It is surprising that after such devastating criticism
coming two ya.ars eftor Zhdanov's admonition, Alcksendrov still
managed to keep his pOSitio}x as Director of the Institute of
Philosophy at the very timc when he was ousted, together with”
Fedoscev, from the editorial board of Bolshevik. Perhaps the .
roason is that oven at that time the Academy of Scionces
possessed a cortain degrec of independence, and it was less
easy to dismiss their officials than thosc who were working
directly in the Party apparatus or under the Ministry of Higher
BEducation. However, the Editor in Chief of Voprosy Filosofii,
Kedrov, was replaced by Chesnokov, and the articles which
Kedrov had published in the first five issucs of the magazine
were declared inadequate and insufficient, The blurb of the .
nagazine under the new editorship (issuc N° 3 of 1948, which -
aid not go to press until June, 1949) announced that it pur-
sued the aim of active e:hd uncompromising struggle against

‘the p};ilosophv of bourgeois reaction; against ‘bourgeois
objectivism; for Leh:'m‘s_ principles of party-mindéc‘lncss in
philosophy; end for militant materialism,

2l The philosophers were obviously hard pressed by

this Party criticism, which camc at the very time when the

anti-cosmopolitan campaign was at the height of its fury.

29/A number
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A number of philosophers came in for sharp criticism of their
Party work in the resolution of the Central Committee of the
Party, quoted in Chepter I. Their reaction to the attacks and
the dangers which beset them is typical of the technique of
political struggle of that periode. The phiiosophcrs registered
the criticism meted out to them, and recognized their short-
comings in humble public admission of guilt. They cvén Jjoined
the Lysenko front in a number of articles denouncing Mendelismo
They revised larkov's arguments and denounced, in an article
by corresponding Academician Vul, ldarkov's interprebation of
the quantum theory. Vul declared a merciless war on physicalist
idealism, and proclaimed that the conscious application of the
methods of dialectical meterialism was speeding up the development
of physics and helping Soviet physicists to achicve ilthe targets
put before them "by our great leader Comrade Stalin"., But all
this was of little conscquence. Lysenko had already triumphed
after the discussion on biology in the summer of 1948. Hié
opponents were silenced and disappeared from circulation.
Physicists, even when accused of cosmopolitanism and idealism,
had 2 natural protection because they were indispcx;sable for
the development and digéstion of nuclear pbysics; a::d'féouid
avoid being drawm into ideological discussions. -The philb—
sophers found a safe woy to protect thenselves against
accusations of slackness by raising theA banner of ‘Si?alihism

as the great philosophical revolution ‘of our time T"vr'oib\;nr]'r'ed

30/and
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and seventy-three pages out of threc hundred and thirty-four
of the' second issuo of Voprosy Filogofii in 1950 wore dedicatod
tolthe praise of Stalin for his g:eat‘ work as a leader a.nd.‘ .
teacher f'{hn_ cerried on the immortel work of Lenin, as the great,
master of Morxism and Lan:!.nisra, as the Loader of the Party who,
had _so]ye;] the problems .of historical matorialism during the
great war for the Fatherland, who had worked out the principle
of socialist c‘ompet‘?ition as the moving force in the daveiopment:
of Soviet socicty, and evon as a leading marxist epistonologist.
25, At the same timec, the philosophors took a lcad in .
the new ideological struggle of Herrism. Thc_ biological dis-
cussion of 1948 scomed to provide a pattern for a militant,
aggressive policy. These discussions had shown that a theory
professing to be radically marxist could win the support of the
* suprome cuthority even against the opposition of the best-
established authorities in a special branch of knowledge. It -
loolcc'gl pre’l_:‘by safe to back a horse in another <fie],ﬂ which would’
be running unaer the same colours as Lysenko. An opportunityl
tlovgive‘ such backing arose when the struggle between L{o.rrist

and E;pnveni:ional linguists took a sherper turn in 1949.

Voprosy Filosofii, backed the Merrists x;ight from the beginnings

Voprosy Filosofii, in its.first issuo cdited by Chesnokov in
1949, published an article by Nikolsky and Yakovlev - "Basic
Principles of the katerialist Theory of Language of N. Ya. Marr".

In it the authors gave sone biogrephical ldetai‘ls_ on karr, and

31/cxpounded
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expounded the principles of his theory. The articlo concluded

vwith the words: "the now theory of language of kizrr and of his

followers, based on the toaching of liarx/Engels/Lenin/Stelin,
is a powerful weapon in the struggle for Marxisiyleninism, for
dialectical and historical materialisn, agains® idealist
pseudo-science in the field of linguistics".

26. Certain points in this srbticle should be ncted at
once, In the first line both authors link the theories of ilarx
with Stalin's own ideas on the development of language and,
where neccssary, correct ijarr's sanguine expectations of the
emergence of one common human languege in socielist society

in accordance with Stalin's conception. While Marr cxpected
all languages to merge into one under Comymmnisn, Stalin, in his
article - "The National Question and Leninism" - distinguished
two successive stages after the forthcoming ineviteble victory
of socialism. Stalin wrote: "In the first period of world
dictator§hip by the proletariat, after the cossation of national
oppression, formerly oppressed nations will flourish and
develop and so will their languages, and only in the second
period of world dictatorship of the prolctariest, when the
world socialist economic system ochioves a sufficient
degrec of strength and socialisi penetrates the daily life of
the nations ses.ss. will nationel differences and languages
begin to die off, giving place to a world language comaon

to them all", Ther Nikolsky and Yakovlev, vhile recognizing

32/kcademician
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Acadopioian lieshchaninov as & faithful pupil and followor of
liarr, criticized scme of his theories, mainly those conoern:’.;xg
the priority of syntex over norphology in linguistics, a point
later mede by Stalin himself. This shows tha’tr the Merristo,”

as ropresented in Voprosy Filosofii, werc quite willing to
modify the theory in complianse with the' supreme party authority.
Furthermorc, the article is militant in its attacks on an
objectivist attitude to reactionary, idenlist, and bourgcois
theories in linguistics, Thoy are both "progressive and
patriotic" in accusing bourgeois linguists of a tendency to
assume the qualitative supcriority of the so-called Indo-
Europcan 1angaage.s, and ospecially the superiority of analytical
languages, such as English, over synthetic, such as Russian.

It thus looked as if the Marrist offensive hed been well pre-
pared all round and could safely rely on support from supreme’

authority.

27. And yet, somcthing must have ‘gone wrong right from -

the boginning, On 24th-27th January, 1950 long bofore Stalin's
pronouncenent on linguistics, a Scientific Confercnce dedicated
to the cighty-fifth birthday, and the fiftconth amniversary

of the death of liarr, ‘tbok'p];agize in Hoscow. It is reported

on ten pages of small print in the third issue of Voprosy
Filogofii for 1949 (the third iésue for 1949 did not appeer
;mtil the spring of 1950), The publishing of the minutes

of the Linguistic Conference must have been done in haste,

33/and for sonc
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and for some special reason. This Conference wes to assert
the unchallenged authority of iiarr - a truc son of ‘the Party
of Lenin and Stalin - and of his theorice, which wers hailed
as a product of the great October Socialist Rovoluvione fho
ropors in Voprosy Filosofii states thet the participunts of
the Confercnc; stressed in thelr papers the fact that choe
theories of liarr - bascd on the unshakezble forudations of
dialectical and histc\iical materiaiisn - are the sherpest
ideological weapon in the sbruggle ageinst bourgeois "jdoalist"
linguistics which propagatc roactionary and racial theories.
The nain speakers were hcadenician Meshcheninov, corrcspondent~
Acodemician Sordyuchonko and Professor Chemodanove A1l three
speakers stressed the "party-nindedness" of ifarr's work.
Professor Serdyuchenko stated in his paper: "in solving the
question of the cmergencc end development of national langueges,
iiarr based hinself completely on the fundamental works of
Comrade Stalin dealing with the problons of the nationalitie s,
And again: "i‘o;' all the successes achieved, Soviet lirguistics
owe a debt of gratitude to the leadership of the great Conmnist
Party of the Bolsheviks, an;il its leeder of gonius I.V. Stalin".
28. .One can thcref;)re safecly say that the» standard of
subservicnce to-stalin in the initial stages of the ]&arr:'-Lstr
campaign was not less i:‘r;a.n that in the Lyscnko campaign, and

that it should have satisficd the wost stringent roquircnents

34/of Stalinist
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of Stalinist loyalty. Thore wore, hcwever, sig}:s that the
launching of the cempaign had not gone through :without a
hitch. The hiteh was to be found in the erticle by Nikolsky
and Yekovlev in Voprosy Filosofii. The article was criticiz'c\d
hotly by Professor Chemodanov, and by a Comrade Yaroshovsky
of the Institute of Philosophy, who' accuscd the authors of™
"formalism", and of a conception of r's thoory which he
called "theoretically vitiated and politically noxious". The
account of the meoting was followed by an cditorial note in
Voprosy Filosofii which, whilc continuing to support the ilerrist
carpaign, condeimed the article of Nikolsky and Yakovlev as
containing scrious mistakes, both factual and of principle.
A featurc of the proceedings at tho conforcnce was e private
wer weged by some Georgian linguists against others. Thus
Comrades Glonti, Negrelidzc, N. Gozalishvili, camc out with
a sharp criticisn of anothor Georgian, Professor Chikobave,
who scon was to be called to deliver the first blow against
the Harrist ée.mpaign and lerr's scicentific reputation in the
all-Union discussion which wes to bo staged in P_raliix in the”
surmer of 1950, ‘ i
29, The accusations against Nikolsky and Yakovlev are
worded either in very gencral terns. such as "formalisn", or
concerned with details of the rather abstrusc thoory of larr. _

on the origins of language in generals The politically noxious

35/character
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character of the article is morely assorted and not even
oxposcds It is thereforo importent to discover tbe re:aJ. reason
for the wrath of the suthoritios against this erbicle which,

as o whole, hardly differs in its politiocal attitude from
other Stalinist scientifio comtributions of the time. It
would be futile to seck the orrors of the two aubhors cf the
articlo in Voprosy Filoagi‘ii in anything they had or had not
said about Marr's theoretical views. This had beon said by
various and m;:re important people before them t:}me and again
and could hardly have aroused the attention, and cortainly
not caused the intervention of the supreme authority. And
such an intervention must be assumed because it is otherwisc
inexplicable why so many Jarrists tried to dissociate thom-
selves from this article and because its authors were given no
opportunity, and possiblity did not even try, to defend them-
selves. Their mistake must have been somc'chipg comple_tgly‘

unmentionable, so that all criticism hed to be cloaked in the

. vague accusation of "formelism" with the ominous r{apning of

the political danger which the article represcnted. Y@nztgg\[‘
Pilosofii and the speakers at the conference mentipned'a
criticism of the article in Nauke Eiﬁh?zn», a,pgg_xlar sc‘:ié‘x?tific
magazince When one looks up this short critical note one
finds n.oth:'mg but a rather unfair presentation of the authors'
views end a sarcastic comment on the extravagance of Marrist

. shd : "
viewse No indication of "political noxiousnoss can 'bcyf‘,t?}mﬂ

there.

36/30«
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304 * There is, however, an interesting passag. in Nikolsky
&nd Yokoviev's erticle §hich was intended to esteblish larr's
reputation as & sﬁlpatﬂizer of thé revolutionary movement in

Russia as far back as 1905; To karrists have ever had recourse

to this argument 'in favour of their idol in %he subsequent dis-

cgséi()n,""anﬂ' this subject was nevor mentioned in the final
céi{d'ef.ihationAby Stalin in Junei 19.50;"‘The’"rél'levént passage
of "the article in Voprosy Filogofii runs as follows: "But
it'is Eparticui;rly ﬂnportant that N. Ya. Herr was not a scholar
who ‘had locked hiriself up in the sphere of “pure" sciénce,
In the co‘nﬂ:‘itions of Tsarist Russia he sincerely sympathized
with the revolution. In 1905, in a "lctter to the Caucasian
youth", he declares: "power should be in tho hands of tho
people" (there is a footnote to the article by Nikolsky and
Yakovlev quoting Marr's "letter" as published in the paper
R{issveﬁ, NOS 209, 21k and 222 for 1905. The quotation is,
as the footnote says, taken fron a book by V.A, Hikhankova and
Ya. Harr pii 33, published in 1948 :.n lioscow-Leningrad), The
Voprosy ‘Filosofii article gocs on to say that in the sumer
of 1905,‘}\{551‘1‘ went to the Georgian province of Guriya and gave,
in the paper Rassvet, -an-eyewitness account of revolutionai‘y
activities there. Harr is ‘said ‘to have declared himself an
adnirer of the Bolsheviks at these neetings, and to have roused
the ariger of thé ienshoviks who criticized him in the lenshevik-

* controlled Iskra, NO 111, of 29th April, 1905, Finally, in

37/a footnote
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a footnote, the paper quotes a scparate publication by N. Ya.
Yarr, cntitled "From Gurian Obscrvations and Impressions (on
the question of the Baku Events)", published by Al. hvabidze,
St. Petersburg, 1905, pages 24 and 25.

31 There can hardly be eny doubt that it was precisely
this refercnce to Merr's cye-witnoss accounts of the 1205
revolutionary events in Transcaucesia which sbung the authoritics.
As has now been conclusively shovn by Beriram Wolfe in "The
Three Who made a Revolution", ever since the early thirites
Stalin had begun to build up a legend about his own role in,
Transcaucasia. In this he was helped by Beriya, who published
a faked biography of Stalin, and iiquidatcd all eye-witnesses
who would not corroborate the blatant falsifications which
were required to glamourize the early days of the Suvpreme
Leader. Naturally, Merr's eye-witness account contained no
direct attack on Stalin's behaviour. He does not mention
Stalin-Dzhugashvili-Kobe at 2ll, but that only made things
worse for the authors of the article. Any direct reference

to authentic original sources, without mention of the established
authority, viz. Boriye, was a rash and foolish thing on the
part of the contributors to Voprosy Filosofii, and it is quite
natural that the Marrists werc quick to dissociate themsclves
from the authors of the obnoxious and ill-timed attempt: to

recall to memory the revolutionary reminiscences of Marr.

38/The fact
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The fact that the ilarrist and anti-diarrist war was particularly

acute in Georgie itsclf confirms the hypothesis that the final

verdict on Harr was connected with something he had seen and
recorded on the 1905 revolution in Transcaucesia, It was painly
there that any eye-witness account of @he true course of cvents,
and the role of personalities, wes to be wiped out completely
by Beriya methods. Should iiarr, as the Lis.rris%s wanted, have
been proclained the supreome ifarxist authority in a large field
of human knowledge comprising linguistic history, pre-history,
anthropology, archeology, ethnolo@ and so on, he would have
entered the pantheon of socialist Fathers whose carlier writings
could not be suppressed for ever. Sooner or later the contre-
dictions of liarf as an oye-witness of the 1905 revolution, and
of Beriya's legend, might come to the fore and acquire dangerous
importance. Stalin and Beriya could not tolerate this.

32. Stalin's condemnation of Herrisn has often becn
explained as the reaction of a somewhat pedestrian sanity and
cormonsense against the cxtravagenzas of a brilliant bub
fantastic inventor of scientific hypothesis. It is, howé‘va",
wore in keeping with what we know of the-character of Stajlih

to assume that the manifestation of sanity and commonscnsc

in this case was prompted not by the merits or denorité of the
theory which- he criticized, but by the ulterior motive - always

present in his mind - of building up the lcgend of a great

39/revolutionary
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revolutionary leader in 1905 whon he wanted to substitute for

the real Dzhugashvili - an otscurc and rather sordid Ceucasian
rebel with but little following in the masscs.

33, Of course this real rcason for Stalin's belated con-
demnation of iiarrisn could not be stated openly %, fThere is,
however, sufficient cvidonco that it was the refercnce Go larr's
writings on the Transceucasion situation in 1905 and coanected
mattors, which roused the supreie lecader's vwrath. It is interesting

140/%0 inoto

# Footnotc: The practice of accusing publicly a delinquent of

a crime he had not committed while concealing the onc for which
he is actually to be punished, had been established by Stalin

at lcast as long ago as the great trials in the thirties, In
the Bukharin triel, Bukherin was accuscd of all sorts of crimes
he had nover committed while the writing of a seditious lotter
to a fricnd abroad, which had been published in 1925 tlrough an
indiscretion and which can be proved to have been wriften by
Bukherin, was not cven mentioned at the trial alihough it wes
well knovn to all concerncd. Stalin's touchiness on cverything
concerning his status and his activities before 1906 in Trans-
caucasia was well known; it must be left open whether the
article by Nikolsky and Yakovlev hed been instigated in order

4o raisc Stalin's wrathe The fact that the articlc was signed
by two nenes hardly known to the gencrel public and not by some
prominent Harrist such as leshchaninov or Chemodanov, nakes it |
scen highly suspicious. Articles signed by ‘e couple of youngish
suthors have froquently been used in order to evadc responsi-
bility cven on the pages of Voprosy Filosofii itself. (Quite
recently in the erticle by Nazarov and Gridneva,.scc Chapter
IV). It ney well, however, have bcen an innocent slip of the
pen on the part of the authors which gave rise to the whole of
the Herr affair, Somebody rust, neverthcless, have dravm Stalin's’
attention to the danger such references to the carly writings

of ilerr presented to his reputation. It is a fair guess that
this might have been either Professor Chikobava who was” suffering
under the persccution of Georgian liarrists, or possibly soncbody
of the stending of Academician Vinogradov, whose serious work

on linguistics was threatened by the growth of semi-literate
Merrist charlatanisie .
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to note that in quoting Iskra the authors of the fatal article
in Voprosy Filosofii omitted to quote the name of the Bolshevik
propagaendist who attracted ierr's attention, and who was
praised by hime Is it possible that this man -~ a certain
Khtis-Tskaloba ~ had shared the fate of other eye-witnesses

of the Transcaucasian events who, like Enukidze, iidivani .and
many others (see Wolfe "Threc Tho iiade a Revolution", Chepter
25) wore eliminated? In any case, the erticle in Iskra of

2l4th September, 1905 ends with the assertion that "now as is
well known the very odour of Leninism has disappeared from
Guriya", and this was the text which the authors of the .erticle,
following Harr's biogrepher, Hikhankova, were inviting their
leaders to consult!

3ls Quoting Harr's articles of 1905 was even more dangerous.
Merr was far less enthusiastic about the Bolshevik activitics
in Guriys than }jikharﬂ(ova.'and the authors of the article pre-
tend. In the same pawmphlet which they quoted (Iz Guriyskikh
Nabludenii i Vpechatlenii, St. Petersburg, 1905), and which is

a reprint of the articles in Rassvet, Marr criticizes the

behaviour of Bolshevik agitators in Guriya, while giving &

s:}r:pathetic account of the Guriyan revolutionary movement
itself. He writes on éage 26, describing a political necfing
in a Guriyen village: . - ‘

- "The speaker criticized violently local public

views, in particuler federalist and autonomist ones.,

L41/In estimating
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In estimating then he showed a sharp Party bias.

The orator's infatuation with the views of his Party

went so far thet he - although a Georgien -~ not only

identified himself with the Russian Social Denccrais
4 made the disavowal of all Georgian national

elements or, at best, the complete ignoring of then,

the basis of his own political Weltanschaung.

"Later I was told that the organizers of the
meeting did not allow one of the dissenting orators
to speak, although he was a menmber of the same Social
Denocrat Party, There can be no doubt that a certain
censorship exists in Free Guriya. By the wey, the
speaker whom T nentioned, Khtis-Tskaloba, was re-
proached for gathering people in private houses
instead of talking to them publicly becaise in this
way one can, in secret, disseminate ideas which are
dangerous for the people", ctc.

35 -But this is not all.i The very refcrence to the
Guriyan movemént was singularly tactless in 1950. In_ 1901; the
peasants in Guriya established a kind of indcpendent rcpublic
of their own, ignored ~nd boycotted the Russian imperial admin-
istration, established courts and administrative offices of
their own, carried out a sort of land reform, challenged the

authority of the ecclesiastics, reduced the "Church tax" and

42/dctied
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deficd the legal authorities in numerous and successful .
demonstrations. They were ruled by a rovolubtionary Conmittee ,
owing allegiance to the Batum Rovolutionary Comnittee, con-
sisting of ensheviks. In the Pirst edition of the Great Soviet
Encyclopedia (1930) there is a moro or less ohjective account
of the Guriyan r:lover_\ent, a movouent which was suppressed by
nilitexy force after the 1905 revolution. In the new edition,
started under the supervision of Beriya, this account wes
suppressed, and not even replaced by a rovised version. YWe
know from Stalin's writings (also quotadby Beriya in his boolk)
that Stalin did not approve of the Guriyan novenent, for he
belicved that thoe Guriyan peasants were particularly irapérvious
to Bolshovik indoctrination. Under such conditions a revivel
of intercst in the Guriyan moveuent in on article intended for
general circulation was very rmch out of place.
36 Horcover, Herr's ovn pe_rf in the events in Trans-
caucasia preceding the 1_ 905 revolution is far from unoquivocal._
‘ He was a popular and influcntiel figure in that rogion. -He
sympathized with national aspirations and was accuscd of doing
so at that time. He was highly critical of socialist extromists,
possibly even of mensheviks, In a contorporery pemphlet

(Krestyanskoye Dvizheniya v Gruzii i Sotsial-Demokratiye,

SOy anst

" published in iloscow in 1 906) o certain Shekhnazaryan quotes

the semc passege from llerr's pauphlet as doos Hikhankova,

L3/but odds
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but adds in a foolnote on pege 112:

"It is characteristic thet those words have
been used by the very seme ierr who, being popular
anong tho population, has shown himsclf an enraged
eneay of the iiovenent together with the pricst and
Dean I. Rashvili who has been executed as a 5p¥e
He said that thc heads of the Liovenent are youngsters
who had received no education, he argucd with ithe
peasants to stop the Moveixent, threatoning them with
Siberia and the gallows, he described the Peter and
Paul fortress and abused the Sociel Denocrats, calling
then "Traitors to the iotherland”.”

(Obrazovanic N° 1, page 38, 1905)

37, So Marr was a well known figurc at the critical time

and a fricnd of a man whom the revolutionaries had cxccuted.
It is highly irprobable thet Stalin, who was at that time
active in Transcaucasia, would not have heard of liarr and of
the part he played in the cvents of thosc days. It is there-
fore significant that Stalin does not refer to thew in his
criticisn of lerr. Even nore %o the moint is the fact that
after the unlucky atteppt to reeall iarr's revolutionary past
in the article in Voprosy Filosofii this th;:ne was dropped
Dby the followers and by the opponents of iarrism, during thcA
"discussion" in the pages of Prevda in the swmer of 1950.
384 There is, however, one passage in Stalin's "#ork of
Genius" on "Marxism in Philoogy" in which we mey well detect

. 4l4/an indirect
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an indirect allusion to tho unfortunetc passege in the Voprosy
Pilosofii erticle. "It is goncrally rocognized," writes Stalin
in his inimiteble style, "that no scioncec can dgvolop and
prosper without a clash of opinions and tho frecdom of critiocisii,
This genorally-rccognizod rulc has boen ignored ond trampled
on in the most unceremonious way. A closed group of infallible
masters has been formed which, heving protected itself from
2ll possible oriticism, begen to act in an arbitrery and hooligan
way." One would expect that Stalin would quote examplos of
this arbitrariness of the derrists in dealing with their
opponents before branding them for establishing an "Arakcheev'
regimc. And an example he actuelly quotes. But typicaelly
cnough this exemple has nothing to do with the persecution of
opponents, es we can see from the passege irmediately following
the preccding quotation: "To quote only one instance: the so-
called "Baku course" (i.c. tho lectures which Harr reed in-
Baku in 1927 and which the author himself had rojected and
republication of which he had forbidden) was re-published by
order of the caste of those mastors whom Comrade HMeshchaninov
calls the "pupils" of iiarr, and was includod in a number of )
textbooks recommended to students, without eny reservetion.

. This means thet the confidence of the students was abused,
and that they were presented with a rejected course as if it
was a completely commondable textbook. Had I not been sure
of the honesty of Comrade eshchaninov and other workers on -
philology, I might have said that such behaviour amounts to

sobotages"

" 145/39.
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39 The reforence to the caste of philology pundits
who would be accused of sabotage but for Stalin's personal
trust in their honesty, is ominous. The instance of criminal
activity, however, which has been chosen by Stalin to piilory
the guilty is merely the publication without reservations of
en earlier and rejccted version ofvziarr'; linguistic theories,
Is that not, we should ask, the clearest way to drop a hint
to the linguists thet they should stop referring to lisrr's
works written long before 1927, and stop investigating a past
with which nobody but such masters of the re-writing of history
as Beriya should be concerned? In any cese, the condemnation
of Marr was final and radicel, Stelin writes: “Having rccog-
nized 'some' of the mistakes of ifarr, 'the pupils' of larr -
as it appears - intend to develop in the future Soviet philology
on the basis of a corrected theory of Herr which they consider
to be ilarxist. Oh no! spare us the ifarxisa of iiarr. err
really wanted and tried to be a Merxist, but he did not succeed
in becoming one: he was mercly a simplifier and a wvulgarizer
of Marx, something like a proletkult and rapp-men."
L0, It is clear from Stalin's words, that what he feared
was not so much the theory or the various changing theorics
of iiarr, about which he nust have heard mostly from sccondary
sources, but the reputation of the man, It must be born in
mind that the efforts of Marrists to establish a iarr-cult had

46/ gone
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gone rather far. There existed an archive of all lerr's un- _
published works of which a partial catalogue was printed in

the above-mentioned book by liikhankova, This also was hardly
2 circumstance which would cscape Stalin's attention. Such
archives could easily have contained matorial bearing on events
in Trenscaucasia in 1903-1905 which for special reasons Stal;m
did not want to be touched by "unqualified" people.

4. The unfortunate initiative of Nikolsky and Yakovlev
in the pages of Voprosy Filosofii end the subsequent developr:{ent
of the anti-Marrist campaign show cleazrly the political and
extraneous motives for Stelin's interference in the linguistic
discussion. The theoretical contents of his writings on this
subjoct must be considered, therefore, as casual and accessory,
as a kind of cover for the denunciation of Harr., Nevertheless
they at once assumed great importance, because they provided -
philosophers and other theorcticians with a new text for
commentary and speculation, Indeed, all philosophical activity
in the Soviet Union from then on and up to the publication of
Stalin's contribution to the economic theory of socialist
society in 1952, centred on his anti-ierrist writings, which 7
were hailed as a great step forward in the development of

larxist theory, ‘e shall consider Stalin's remarks and, their-

repercussions on idénlogical writing in the next chapter,

47/CHAPTER IIT
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CHAPTER TIT

42, Whatever reasons mey have prompted Stalin to interfere

in the linguistic debate of 1950, they have never been divulged
cither by him or by any of the numerous cormsnbators in siub-
sequent years, when the "work of genius" of the leefer was
discussed at 21l lovels of the Soviet educational and propaganda
system. At a special mecting of the Acadenmy of Scicnccs the
former Chicf Editor of Voprosy Filosofii, Kodrov, could not
refrain from pointing out that a considerable reponsibility

for launching the ill-fated Marrist offensive rested with the
editorial board of Voprosy Filosofii, then under the chairman-
ship of Kedrov's successor, Chesnokove The first anniversary
of the publication of Stalin's pamphlet was celebrated by
another meoting of philosophers as well as of linguists, At
all these mcetings, and in innuncrable erticles, the point was
nade that Stalin's remerks were a great contribution to larxist
theory, Indced, the peuphlet affccted Soviet ideological writing
for the next three ycars as no other work had done since the
Octobez; Revolution. The adulation of Stalin as the "greatest

theoretician and scholer of our days" reached its apex in the

- comrentaries on this work.

43, It would, however, be a mistake to consider Stalin's

.pronounccr-_\ents of 1950 as a further turn of the screw towards

the establishnent of total uniformity and dogmatism in Comrunist

48/ideology
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ideology. Stalin's contribution was, on the contrary, a dircct
attack on Marxist dognetism end on those whom he called "book-
worns" (nechetchiki)® and Telmdists, The 1latter, said Stalin,
consider Liarxism, tho separate conclusions and formulae of
larxism, as a collection of dognas which nevor change in spite
of the changos in the conditions of development in society.
They think that if thoy memorize these conclusions and forr.m:[.ae
and quote them at cvery opportunity they will bo ablo to solve
all probloms and hope thet the conclusions end forrulec which
they have thus memorized will be useful to thou at all times,
in all countries, and in all circunstances of life," In place
of this view of .larxism, based on the study of the letter but
not the spirit, Stalin presents liarxisn as "a science of the
laws of developmont of nature and society, a scicnce of the
Revolution of the oppressed and cxploited masscs, a seience

of the victory of socialisn in all countrics, a science of
building Communist socicéy; " as a science iarxism cannot be
statice ~It docs not rr;cognize conclusions and formulac )

appliceble to a.ll cpochs and periods and unaltorable." And

Stalin concludes: "iiarxisn is the onemy of all dognatiam"

Y/

. A "nachetchik! was a 'reader' in the smell sects in
Russia which hed no properly established priesthoods He was
responsible for the maintenance of the tradition of the sect
and wis alweys ready to answer a question on dogpe. by a ore
or loss appropriate quotation from the scriptures or the .:
sect's founders. . ’

-4y =

Lo This tirade cannot be regerded as an attack on liarr
and his followers. The "bookworns and Palmudists" whonm Stalin
was attacking ware the self-appointed High Priests of inrxisa
ageinst whom Zhdanov had alrcady thundered in 1947« They werc
the philosophers who were repeating karxist formulee without
taking into consideration the reflection which theus formlac
night cast on the day-to-day policics of Stalin's governmente
Such an attack on the specialists of Harxist theory, combined
with denunciation of the "Arakcheev'® regime in certain branches
of science, and the proclamation of the necessity of freec
discussion in scientific matters, must have been welcome to

all those scholars who found irksome the closc control of their
work by professional ilarxist ideologists. Stalin made it clear
thet science and scientists were not at the mercy of such
"boolcworms and Talmudists", and that thore was an eppeal
2gainst them to the bencvolent comonsense of the mupreme
ruler himself. For some of them the arbitreriness of the-
tyrant rust have appeered more tolerable than the pedantic
nagging of ignorant and self’-import;nt larxist iélcologists,

The enthusiastic reception of Stalin's platitudinous pamphl >t

on linguistics might well be explained as an attoript by the

50/spocialists

Arakcheev, a hated reactionary figurc of the later
years of the reign of Alexender I. He introduced agricultural
military scttlements,
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specialists in vorious brenches of Knowledge to sccure their

emancipetion from tho idcologicel control of the 'Jiehardv

ideologists and philosophers of official ierxisme
45 This, however, is only pert of the gencral loosening
of dognatic rigidity which was caused by Stalin's contribution.
Possibly fer norc important was the of'fect of his imprioaptu
remarks on cortain basic concopts of iHerxisme Theso remerks
becomo the object of cndless discusaion, and they led to an
erosion of the formalizod conception of the wrorld end of
society, which professional philosophers had worked out on
the basis of the writings of iiarxz, Engels and Lenin as well
as those of tho carlicr Stalin. Stolin's romarks doal with
such fundamental XMarxist concepts as the relation betwoen
basis and superstructurc; the respective functions of antagon-
istic and non-antagonistic contradictions as factors of ~
development; the sudden " junmp" fronm a quentitive to 2 quali-
tative chenge; the cmergence of new quelities; e.nd finally,
the prospeots of revolutionary chonges in the future.
46, \ The publication of Stalin's work on linguistics
thus brought ebout a chenge, & certain easing of controls
both for the victims of idoological regimentation end for

thosc whosc job it was to cerry out this rcgimentation. The

. P
new nood found oxpression in & number of "“discussions®on

i o i f
various goneral subjocts connected with the foundations of

51/aifferent
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differont branches of knowledge, and thoir rolation to the
basic ideas of Marxism. In thesc discussions the reproscntat-
ives of specialized scicnce became bolder in defence of their
views against possible attack by tiorxist diehards. It must

be adiuittod %het those discussions never developed into the
controversial debates between specialists which occur in
western academic circles. In the U.S.S.R. they ‘:verc still
vitiated by irrelevant comments on whether onc point of view
or another was in greater harmony with some casual rewmark on
the subject by one of the four founders of sarxism/Leninisme
The technique in such debates was to find a quotation which
would expose the opponent as a deviationist. The answer to
this attack would be to denounce it as Telmudism or "quotationisn',
i.c. the using of quotations out of contoxt, and thus the dis-
cussion would go on incorclusively., This procedurc was
complicated by the introduction of the nationalist clement.
Any theorctical view which sought goneral acceptance or hearing
could do so only by claining to have its origins in Russia;
otherwise it would haeve been deericd as cosmopolitan or as
implying a servile attitude to the Wests ~

L7 Sone of these discussions wore nore ‘or less formal,
others developed in a less organized way :Ln the- philosophical
end scicntific poriodicals. The principal oncs werc' thé ‘dis-

cussions on the rclation of formal logic to dialcctics; the

52/discussions
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discussions on the later views of Einstein and on the signifi-
cance of the quentun theory; on tho role of art in social
life; and on the significance end irportance of Pavlov's
physiological thoorics, in pertioular in their application to
psychology. In thoso discussions the top representatives of
thooreticel Marxism took little part. But even for them the
publication of Stalin's work on linguistics meant, in a sensc,
& loosening of the shackles. The discovery that such an
important phenomenon in human activity as language camnot be
classified as belonging either to tl. basis or to the super-
structure of sociel lifc, came as a revelation to the traditional
Marxist theoroticians.

48, The original liarxist text introducing the distinction
botween basis and superstructurc is in the proface to tho
Oritique of Political Econoiye It states that the sum total

of the circumstances of production (i.c. the circunstances of
property holding within which the natorial powers of production
operate) constitute the ccononic structure of society, the
real basis on which a juridical and political superstructurc

is reared, and to which correspond determined forms of social
consciousness, From this relatively narrow clain Merx goes

on immediately to draw far-reaching and vague generalizations:
"the node of production of the material necens of lifc conditions
in general the sociel, political and spiritual process of
living." Herx ends with another even v;:guer and wider

53/goneralization ’

- 53 - 50X1-HUM

generalizetion: "It is not nass consciousncss that deteraines
their existence, but - on the contrery - their social cxistence
that determines their consciousness." The doguatic accoptance
of this last generalization led Soviet idcologists of the '40s
to believe that all culturel activities belong to the so-called
superstructure.

494 ks language was part of culture, there hed never
been much protest against karr's classification of it as pert
of the superstructure. Stalin accused Iarr and his followers
of having confused the "mode of production of the material
mcans of life" (of which Merx says that it conditions in
general the sociel, politic;.l and spiritual processes of
living) with the "material powers of production” (i.c. the
actual techniques, the capital goods, the raw noterials as
well as the actual labour employed on then). larx, according
to Stalin, meant by '"mode of production” nothing but the
ccononic structure, i.e. "circunstances of property-holding',
vithin which the matcerial powers of production ere operated.
According to Stalin, only thos‘c elcments of cultural human
activity which arc conditioncd by a certein Maode of production",
i.c. a cortain economic structure of socicty, belong to the
superstructure. Languege is not conditioned by the ccononic
basis wheroas law, religion and State all are, ‘both according

to Stalin end to Herx, fully/cnnditioned by ite It is nob the

5l/intention
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intention of this poper to find out whethor this restricted
and liniting interpretation of werx's text by Stalin is thd .
correct- one or whether lierr (and for thet matter many othor
Herxists) were right in believing thet the Marxist text had
o wider significance. It should, hovever, be noted that

enybody who had da.réd %o chellenge Stelin on a question of
arxist theory could have pointed oub thet Marx's genoralization
wont ruch further then Stalin would admit, and that Marx pre-

ferred in this context his dictun about nexistence deternining

consciousness" - a dictum which has certainly bcoone the very
basis of historical paterialisne

504 Stalin, howover, went even further in deviating fron
what he now called a vulgerized version of lorxism. He pointed
out - and his adnirers and adulators could not praise hin
enough for doing so - that the superstructure itself, while
being fully determined in its origin by the econonic basis

of socicty, is by no means & passive phenoncnons It is achive
in stroengthening t.hcx basis in vhich it has its origin and’

is, to o great cxtont, responsible for the gontinucﬂ existence
of & basis even beyond the tine at which it has ceased to fulfil
its function as the nost éﬂcqua,‘be s‘s.rsten for the development

of the production capacity of society. .Indecd, according to

Stalin, this actibn of the superstructurc gains in importance

with tho advent of socialist society, in which ideology and

55/institutions

Declassi
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institutions are established by the conscious application of
scientific iarxism. The part of these institutions as a
regulating factor of production relations is overwhelming.
This basic idea of the supremacy of politics over econoinics
which Stalin expressed more and more explicitly as he went on
revising J.arxist ideas is also at tho root of his view that
no political revolution is possible after the establishment
of the dictatorship of the working masses. The work on linguis—
tics only hinted at Stalin's subsequent development of this
idea and Stalin merely warncd comrades not to be taken in by
the theory of explosive changes leading to the emcrgenco of
new qualities. In his later work on Soviet cconomics Stalin
cxplained with greater clarity how revolutions in a prolet-
arian dictatorship arc prevented and madc unnecessary, and
indced superfluous, by the .fact that social contradictions
are being and will be solved by direct action of the Govermment.
It is a safe assumption that this claim is based on the
professed conviction that the only State machine which can
prevent revolution is the onc vhich makes use of the weapon
of scientific liarxisie

51 . The development of the theory of basis and super-
structure is reflected in successive cditions of the "Short
Dictionary of Philosophical Torms" cdited by Rozental and

Yudine In 1941, under the title "Basis and Superstructurc",

56/the

d in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3




Declassified in Part - Sanitized Cop

tho dictionary oxplains that "the moans of production, that
is the production forces and the production relotions which
correspond to them forn the ccononic basis (fmmdation) of
socicty." 1In this forimla the short dictionary follows
closcly tho text of the introduction to iarx's Critique of
Political Econony. However, oven in 1941 Rozental and Yudin
thought it neccssary 4o warn their readers against the vulgar
interpretation of this toxt by econouists who could see in
the superstructurc only a passivc conscquenco of economic
conditionss The dictionery also points to the collectivization
of agriculturc in the Soviet Union as an instance of the
roverse action of the superstructurc upon the basis.
524 Tn the third cdition (1952) of the dictionary the
articlo is considerably cnlarged. It states that in his work
wiarxism and Questions of Linguistics" Stalin has tprofoundly
uncovered the essence end the inter-rclations of the super-
structurc with economics". The jmportance of the superstructure
in the socialist State is, according to the new version,
wenormous'. This incrcasc of importance is caused by t}}c
plenning of the economy by the State. B
53, In the fourth cdition of the dictionary in 1955, (that
is after the eppoaranco of Stalin's work on Sovieb ecofwmics
and after his deavh), the seme entry in the dictionary merks

the further development of the arganent. The increasc in

importance of the superstructure of socialist socicty ’is not

57/nerely tho

Declassifi
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merely the rosult of a widening of the sphore of activity of
tho Sovict Stato but-much more the rosult of the wisdom of
the Party which knows what is best for the massos; "Lnowing
the laws of social dovolopment, the Comrmnist Pordy forcsces
in advenco the basic processcs of cconomic developuent in Hh:
future and accordingly plans the programme of State activity
necossary for sccuring the wolfare of the popular nasses".
In all threc las® cditions of thc dictionary the article on
"basis and superstructure" is intcnded to bolster the case for
a stronger and pernanent socialist Statc apparatus.
5o The idea of the doaminent role of the superstructure
in socialist society is, of course, totally alien to the
teaching of ilarx and Zngels, although it may well go beck to
Lenin; but this could not be admitted openly cither by Stalin
hinself or by the profcssional Liarxist theorcticians who
coumented on Stalin's "work of genius". The hysterical stylc
of thesc commentaries, and their hyperbolic praise of Stalin's
genius, which allegedly cenabled him to discover and to express
clearly such elementary and simple truths, were.an outstanding
featurc of Sovict philosophical writing in the ycars 1950 to
1953. The abjecct hypocrisy of this praisc-singing is less
striking than the sincerc surprisc of the Sovict liarxists at
discovering that all their cfforts to interpret Stalin's

policies as coppatible with kiare's and Engel's tcaching werc

58/not only
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not only dishonest, which thoy must have knovm ‘chruughm;t,

but also quito supcrfluous. Now, after the publication of
Stolin's work on linguistics, Marxist theoreticians discovered
to thoir surprise that they were not required to cxplain the
principles of Stalinist policy in terms of traditional iierxism.
Instead, they werc obviously expected to state these prin-
ciples boldly and then tvo give an interpretation of lierx which
would make the obvious contradiction with Stalinism less
noticeable, To make things even more absurd this was not to
be put forward as a revision of iiarx; on the contrary,
Stalin's views werc to be explained as the highest form of
development of the original teaching of iarx and Engels.

554 The professional philosophers took up their new
assignment with the greatest enthusiasm. Irmediately after
the appeerence of Stalin's work on linguistics the Acadeny of
Social Sciences organized a special conference dedicated to
the study of the pamphlet. Both G.F. Aleksandrov and choséev
nede a first attenpt to appreciate Stalin's great contribution
to Marxisn. A ycar later “the anniversary of the publication
of Stalin's work on linguisi':ics was celcbrated by another
confercnce of tho same Academy. Both in Voprosy Filosofii

and in Bolshevik , article after article dealt with Stalin's
new pronouncements and Aleksandrov hinmself published a

special book epitomizing them. Rcading this litercature is ~

59/one of the
o
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onc of the most painful spiritual and intellectual €XCrcises
to which one can submit oneself. The vritings of Aleksandrov,
Fodoseev, Leonov, Glesermann and others, give the impression
that these people werc aware throughout the fifteen or ‘enty
years preceeding the appearance of Stalin's works “het the
Soviet State was not run on lines which were in any wey con~
sistent with the iiarxist theory they had lcarned, and yet
they refused to admit in their writings thet this was so.
They obstinately described Soviet reality as if it were ncthing
but the fulfilment of iarx's prognosis. Their interpretation
of what was happening had less and lcss resemblance to real
life, they indeed became "bookworms and Talmudists" but at
least up to 1950 they had been consistent in their owa system
of lies. Now the situation suddenly changed and Stalin %told
them that it was not he who had deviated from orthodox
iiarxism, but they who had interprcted liarx in a vulgar and
popularizing way and therefore had invented this false and
superflucus interprotation of Sovict reality. They could
have spared themsclves the efforts of finding excuses for
Stalin's policies, had they accepted the principles on which
these ﬁolicies were based and revised their own view of larx.
564 A few cxamples of the effect of Stalin's "work on
linguistics" on the "discussions" which took place in 1950/53
may suffice to illustratc the new situation, Stalin had

explained that language was neither an element of the superstructure

60/nor the result
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nor the result of class struggle. Tho question inmediately
arose wl';.ethcr other sociel and cultural foaturcs. which had .
boon wrongly clessified as clomonts of tho suporstructuro
should not now bo declassifiods Stalin romarked that thero
could be no thinking without ]:zmguago , therefore thinking as
such was doolarcd not to be an element of the superstructure,
no’c\'rithsﬁamrling jlarx's clain that ocononic conditions deter-
mined humen consciousncsss According to the licence issucd
by Stelin it was logitimate to assume that thinking is a
hunen activity in all humen boings indepondently of class
struggle, end that the lews of thinking, which find their
expression in formal logic, are therefore independent of the
progress of social ovolution. All talk of tproletarian
logic" as opposed to 'bourgcoisv logic was declared to be as
dangerous as the Harrist horesy itsclf. This did not go off
quito smoothly; thore had been certain attompts to crcatc a
special socialist logic by trying to rovise the rules of
fornel logic and to alter thon o suit the style of Werxist
dialectics. The rc-:.sults viere hs,nﬂgrl out to tho secondary
schools as text books of logic; in quick succession p_rnjéc‘bs
of new toxt books of logic were oompiled by various authors
and rcjected at special conferences o8 confusing. The question
lost its practical interest when logic was agoin withdresm -

from the curriculun of the sccondery schools, but the solution

which emcrged aftor Stalin's work on linguistics renaincd

61/the accepted

Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3

ARSI e

50X1-HUM

50X1-HUM
- 61 -

the accepted theory on logic in the Soviot Union. According
to this, formal logic was the scienco concerncd with humen
thinking 2s such and hed no class significence. Dialochics
was tho scientific method of Merxism and therefore e meihod
concerned with the whole universe. and in perticular with
humen affairs. Dialcctics was determined by class struggle
and belonged, therefore, to the superstruciure of sccialist
socicty., Dislectics as the method of Kerxisnm was still con-
sidercd to be some kind of logic and the Georgian logician
Bekradze was sharply criticized for having denied that dia-
lectics wes a form of logic. But according to the diehards
of orthodox Marxism, dialectics was & "higher form"' of logic,
the understanding of which presumed complete mastery of formal
logic and which stood in a similar relation to formal logic
as higher nathcmatics stands to elomentary arithmetic. With
this vague comparison the discussion nore or less petered
oute
576 The course of this discussion showed that works
by modern mathematical logicians had penctrated into the
Soviet Union. Indeed, Tarski's “"Introduction to Logic" and
Milbert and Ackermenn's classical work on mathematical logic
had been trenslated into Russian. However, in the discussion
it was decided to consider mathematical logic as part of

mathematical studics. The trenslators of Terski werc attacked

62/for their

50X1-HUM

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3




Declassified in Part - Sanitized Cop

for their uncritical approach,and vhe dangerous conneotion _

of mathomatical logic with neo-positivisn was pointed out as

& werning ageinst ovor-cnthusiasme It mey be noted here that
the study of mathematical logic was rovisod aftor the doath

of Stelin in conncction with tho "rehabilitation" of cybernctics
as a scionces In 1951 cybernetics was still considercd to

be one of those pseudo-scicnces which cepitalist ideologists
invent in order o corrupt and mislead the messes, Lator,

tir. Wienor's book on cybernetics reccivod nfficj.al recognition.
So did the mathemetical theories of logicul calculation on
which cybernetics is largely based ™

58, Another discussion of the foundations of physics,

the significance of Einstein's contribution to it, end the
theory of quentum nechenics followed similar lines to that

on logic. Lenin had viewed the 'bcgi:’ming,s of nodern develop-
ment in theorctical physics with an unfriendly eye, meinly
‘because of its connection with Ernst lach's opister;ologicgl
ideas which he ebhorred ‘and which ho most violently attackeds
Modern physics, however, contimued to develop indcpendently

of any Harxist thoorctical views oven though so many pro-= s

ninent physicists of the inter-war period professed very

63/ advanced

Sce a dotailed account of this developaent in CHAPTER
V.
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advenced political vicws. Work on physics went on in Tnhe
Soviet Union on the same.lines as in non-comaunist countries
and it soon beceme necessary to roconcilc Lenin's criticism

of modern physics with the general idcas which Sovict physicists
had to sharc with their wostern colleagucs, in ordor not to
lag behind in the development of science. This was atlamptod
by a professor of Kiev University, M.E. Omclyanovsky, at tho
beginning of 1947, He published a booklet: "V.I. Lenin and
20th Century Physics", Although it was only & pamphlot of

120 pages and was published in a relatively small edition
(10,000 copies in 1947) es compared with other Sovict publi-
cations, it is said to have been widely rcad and wes reprinted
in 1948, This second cdition coincided with the crisis in

the editorial board of Voprosy Filosofii, (mentionecd ab the
‘beginning of the sccond chapter of this paper and which
resulted in the replacenment of Kedrov by Chesnokov as editor
in chicf). In the semc issuc in which the ill-sterred article
by Nikolsky and Yakovlev on Marr's linguistic theory appecared,
the new cditorial board pl:ﬂ:lishcd 2 review of Omclyamovsky's
book signed by Kerasov and Nozdrev (two quite unknowm authnrﬁ).
An editorial noto stated that the mistaken views contained in
Omclyanovsky's book had escaped criticism end thet the book -
had boen favourably reviewod in the Soviet press. The mistaken

views of Omelyanovsky hed influenced his own contributions

—

6L/to Voprosy
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to Voprosy Filogofii as well as the position which the

editorial board of the journal had adopted in questions con-
cerned with physios.

59. The review adhered strictly to the instructions
1aid down in Zhdanov's speech at the philosophical discussion
of 1947. Omelyanovsky was accused of adopting an "evolut:'\..on-
ist view" of the developmenf; of physics instead of showing
how, according to the rules of dialectics, progress had been
made in the relentless clash between the reactionary idealist
tendency in physics and the progressive materialist views
acting against this reaction. Whoreas Lenin alweys insistod
on the "party-mindedness" of science, Omelyanovsky wes accused
of drawing a smoke screen over the political aspect of modern
physical controversics. "In Omelyanovskyfs book therc is no
substantial criticism of the methodological positions of Bohr
and Einstcin, Tho attompts of certain contemporary schools
of p}}ysics to seddle scientists with a "physical" idealisn
arc passed over by the author in silence and cverything leads
to tho assumption that ocrtain philosophers - idealists arc
attenpting to make use of contemporary pﬁysics for their own
‘purpos‘e". This, according to the reviewers, was a grave’
crror., Bohr and Heisenberg as well as Jordan (whom the authors
cell a "fascisant") wero said to have put forward idealist‘
views in physics it;alf. Onclyanovsky was accused of vvixite-

washing the leaders of the Copenhagen school and of portraying

65/them as
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them as "potential materialists" whose views have been mis-
represented by idealist philosophers. Omelyanovsky was alco

accused of being unable to appreciate the real significance

of Binstcin's theory of relativity from & mascria is% point

of view, This criticism was linked with the anti-cosmupolitan
campaign and denunciation of a servile attitude to tho Vess
of which Omclyanovsky was said to be guiltys.

60, The attack on Omelyanovsky set the ball rolling.
There were three parties to this discussion. The one lod by
a corrcsponding member of the Acadomy, A.A. Maximov, repres=
onted the Party vicw on modern physical controversies and the
other two were led by ominent physicists, Academician Fok

and Professor Bilokhintsev. The latter publiched in 1949 a
book on the "Foundations of Quantum Mechanics" in which he
attompts to review Bohr's "principle of complementarity"«
Blokhintsov himsclf was joined by Omelyanovsky, who took
adventage of the discussion to domonstrate that he had in no
wey been dragged in the wake of Bohr and Hoisenberg (Voprosy
Filosofii NO L, page 151, 1951). In doing so Omelyanovsky
attacked the Leningrad physicist Acedemician V.Ae Fok, whon
hé accused of accepting Bohr's principle of complementarity
ughich is bound to drag physics away from & correct inter-
pretation of micro-phenomens into an idealist bog" (page 166),
Academician Fok reacted by publishing a short eppreciation of

Blokhintsov's theory in Voprosy Filosofii 1952, N° 4. The

66/controversy
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controversy between theso two ominent physiciste is one of
theoretical physics and the polemics wore maintained on a
high acedomic lovel by both protagonists (Blokhintse\f answercd
Fok's criticism in Voprosy Filosofii 1952 N° 6).
61, On the whole it can bo seid thet Blokhintsev tended
to reviso the physicel part of the Bohr/Heisenberg theory,
whoreas Academician Fok was rcady to accept tho physical
clenents of tho teaching of the Copenhagen school in their
entirety with e vague promise to adapt thom to the requiroments
of dialecticael materialism. It was under these circumstances
that Maximov, (a corresponding momber of the Acadeny and a
memboer of the editorial boerd of Voprosy Filosofii), leunched
an attack on modern physics in t'hc peper Krasny Flot, a
publication of the Sovict Nevy (on 13th Juno, 1952)., The
articlo bore the title "Against Rcactionary Einstcinism in
Physics"s The mere fact that a subject which was under dis-
cu‘ssion in specialized periodicals should be brought out in
a widely road daily paper was considered by tho Leningred
physicists - headed by Fok - as hitting below the belt (=ce
th;,- article by A.D. Alcksandrov in Voprosy Filosofii 1953‘,
N° 5, page 24h), Acaﬂc.mician Fok reacted with an article in
Voprosy Filosofii (1953, N° 1) of unusual violence in polemics
cven in Soviet Russias The article is entitled "Ageinst.

Ignorant Criticisn of Preseat-Day Physical Theorics". Fok
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wrote thet the articlo by iaximov in the Krasny Flot "produced
tho nost painful impression by its anti-scicntific attitude
and its unbelievalle nistekes both in questions of physics and
in questions of philosophy", Fok accused Maxinov of confusiung
relativity ard subjectivism. He rcminded him that Lenin con~
sidered Einstoin as a great meformer of natwral scicnceo
whereas, according to Meximov, Einstein morsly corrupted the
materialist contents of ;'p}\ysical laws discovered before him,
Fok broke a lence in defénde of the memory of the late
Academician L.I. iandelshtem who had bcen a’ctacke;:'l in Maximov's
article. The final passage of Fok's article explains the
position better than the ;:c‘mﬁlsed arguments in the discussion
and is worth guoting in full. On page 174 he writes:

"The adversaries of tho theory of relativity
are misinforming our scientific workers snd our
undergraduate students when they eppeal to them
to reject onoe of the most important achievements
of the physics ‘of our age and to go back, in fact,

to a stage which belongs to the past,

"Wle are particularly indignent when w2 sce

that reactionary anti-scientific views are brought
forward by the opponcnts of the theory of rela'tivit.y
in the name of dialectical matérialism' Apart. from
anything olse, they arc thus doing oxtreme damage

68/to the

ied in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3

- 68 - .

to the cause of spreeding. the ideas of dialectical -
meterialism in the countries of people's democracy -
where the struggle between the supporters of idealist
and materialist philosophy is still going on and
where every word spoken by the scientist in our ) B
country is listened to with the greatest attention.
wSoviet scientists should.develop present—day‘_,,
pﬂysical theories in a creative way, considering - )
them in the light of the teaching of dialectical
materialism a.nd‘ cleansing their exposition from
their husk of ,iriealism which only renders them-more
difficult to understands Nothing is, however, more
alien to the tasks confronting progressive Sovie—t
science than the ignorant criticism of these theories
which leads to théi_r ‘sensel.ess and damaging .rejection“.
62, .. The courage shown by Academician Fok in launching”
this attack on an orthodox Marxist is even more remarkable , -
for the following two circumstancess First, the Academy of -
Sciences seems, to a large extent; o have supported the poizrb
of view of Max:‘mc;v and had acﬁep.ited his article on ’ch? "struggle
of Lenin against physical idealism" in its Bulletin dedicatgd
to -fche Mgreat force Df‘th’e jdeas of Leninism", 200,000 copies

of vyhiqh_appga_are;i' i 1950. Secondly, Fok speak's only vaguely

-of the approach to modern physics in the dight of dialectical

materialism, He does not attempt to show how the ideas of -

69/dialectical

50X1-HUM

- 69 -

dialectical materialism and the antiquated views of Marx,
Engels and Lenin on physical problems can be upheld and re-
conoiled with the greav revolution which basic physical ideas
have undergone in the last thirty or forty years. Bub Fok
must haw'lo had very powerful trumps in his hand when chn;llenging
Maximov. The latter was allowed to publish a long rejoindex
to Fok's erticle in the same issuc of Voprosy Filosofii, but -
this rejoinder carrié:] a note by the editorial 'boa.rr]‘ disclaiming -
responsibility for anything Maximov said.
63, Subsequent developments vindicated Fok's abtitude
completely. In the fifth issue of Voprosy Filosofii for 1953,
Fok's pupil and fricnd A.D. Aleksandrov (the present - 1957 -
Rector of Leningrad Universiby, who should not be confused
with the one-time Minister of Culturc G.F. Alcksandrov),
attacked Maximov and his supporters once more and scems to
heve silenced him, The lesson to be drewn from this dis-
cussion is the triumph of thc specialists! point of view
roprosented by Fok, which amounts approxinately to the
_following, when put into plain language: "Never mind whet

the old fogies of Jarxisn thought of the early timid steps .~

- towards new ideas in physics. These ideas have come to stay

and without a thorough mastery of them no physical science
is possible. The task of the philosophérs, if there is any,

is to adept Marxist theory to this modern physics by finding
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a suitablo dialecticel materialist intorpretation of it", In
this respect Fok follows the oxample of Stalin whose admonition
of NMerxist theoreticians auounted to oxocotly the samec in the
politicel fields Obviously his position as & leading physicist
at'a time when nucleer physics becerc almost as important in
the' Soviet Union as political power itsolf, allowed hin to
adopt such an attitude.

6Ly The pattern of the discussions on other subjocts
vwhich woent on from 1950 to 1953 is vory rmuch the same as that
of the discussions on logic and physicss They 2ll reflect the
far-reaching revision of darxist ideas initiated by Stalin's
contribution to linguistics. Art is no longer a merc part of
the suporstructurc and literaturo is not solely determined

by class consciousness; thosc who, by incrtia, continue to
profess the opposite views arc denounced as revivalists of

the "proletkult" movement, which was connected with the
Bogdonovite hercsy in the 1920s and was condenncd by Lenin,
.Profcssor Glascrnann dedicated a whole boock to this rovision
of the concepts of basis and superstructurc. According to
him, ncither scicnco nor art arc by themsclves bart of the
superstructure, but they can accidontally become part of tho
superstructure when they are uscd by or meke themsclves sub-
servient to the nceds of the cconopic basis of society, that

is when they become instrunonts of Stato powor, which wiclds

71/thon as a
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them as a weapon against its enemics. None of this pede the
task of teachers of iarxist philosophy and idcology particu-
larly ecasy. No wondor that at that poriod (1950-53) no toxt
‘books of dialectical materielism or of historical meterialism
could bo produced. Tho drafts of such books wero conbimually
disoussed and revised but nobody darcd to bring out a defini-
tive vorsion. Teachors and locturcrs on philosophy in the.
Soviet Union found it difficult to adapt thomselves to the
changing situation. It was left to them to ostimate what
importance thoy should attach to the ncw pronouncements by
Stalin and how far they should go in revising his former views.
The teachers stuck to their own programmes and were criticised
for not showing a close conncction between, Harxist/Leninist
philosophy and "1life", i.c. Stalin's policy. It is astonishing
that in 1953, only two days after Stalin's death, e. professor
of Moscow University (Kherapinsky) could have been accusod

of not having mentioned, when' speaking of the creative
evolution of Marxism, Comrade Stalin's work on 1inguis'l:ics.r
Such teachors were reminded that "indispenseble professors

who are not perfecting themselves, who lag behind the in-
creasing demand of the undergraduates, should be replaced by -
able and growing comraées“. (Voprosy Filosofii, 1953, N° 1,
page 88).

65, The majority of Soviet philosophers avoided entoring

into thoorctical discussionsof the kind we have enalysed
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aboves ‘Like Professor G;F. Alcksandrov, they proforrod tho
safer woy of cnntriinitilnﬁ-to the "philosophical devclopmcr;t"
of their time by surpassing thomsclves in praising the latost
contributions of Stalin and in vicious attacks on "bourgeols"
philosophy as an instrument for the maintenance of a cepitalist
imperialist systeme One nced only 1opic at titles of articlos
such as "The Iparned Ieckoys of the U.S.A. Monopolists ero
fanning Hilitary Hystoria", or "The Strugglc of tho German
Unity Party egainst the Ideology of War and the Botrayal of
National Interosts", or "Prosont-dey Amcricen Theorcticians
arc justifying Lewlessness and Arbitrariness", or "Gengstorisn
in the Servico of the iionopolics of the U.S.A.". The last
two arc signed by B.S. Nikiforov and arc a partioulerly men-
docious and stupid-attack on Americen conditions. (This same
Nikiforov is now at the head of the élopa.rtmont of fofcign :
rolations of Moscow Univorsity. A1l ncgotiations about the
practicel arrengenents for chh&l:lgOS of studonts, dclegations
and-so on go through him, although ho is troated by the -
acadenic -au{':hori'bics with some reserve). 7 ”
66. " Soviet criticisa of Wostern bourgeois philosop}w(
during the years 1950-53- gove hardly any information as to"
what the much-abused Yestern.philosophors were actually
sayinge. Bertrand Russoll waﬁ again and again merely roforrod

toios 'a "war-mongering obscurantist." This activity of Soviot

73/philosophy
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philosophy wes even organized as a special bramcn called
"Critioism of Bourgeois Idoology", It was a useful activity
for moeny pooplo since it provided opportunities for authors
such as Nikiforov, who could not have othorwise contributed

to Voprosy Filosofii, to join the cxalted oircle of philoso=-
phors. On the other hand, it gave prominont people in academic
oircles such as Tarle or Deborin, an opportunity to make a
contribution to thu. "World Poace Movemeni" by denouncing
imperialism and militerism. They thus performed a useful
funotion in support of the policies of the Soviet Government.

674 Closely connected with the so-called criticism of

‘bourgeois ideology end of such bourgeois lackeys as the

British Labour Movemen‘b‘ end ‘he non-communist socialist
parties of the \‘:Iest was the direct support given to foreign
conrunist ideologists. But even here Soviet philosophors’
woro careful not to publish too much authentic information
about discussions in communist pertios abroads In 1951 there
wore herdly any forcign contributors to Voprosy Fiiosofii.
However, a slow ohange in this respect became noticeable in
the policy of tho editorial board of Voprosy Filosofii. In
the autumn of 1952 a lecture by Professor Roger Geraudy took
lﬁla’ce in Moscow to o selected audicnce of the.collaborators
of the Institute of Philosophy of the Academy of Sciences

and the editorial board of Voprosy Filosofii. Gareudy, whose

71;-/ lecturc
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lecture was sumerized in Voprosy Filosofii, gave an account

inaugurated a period: of more or less cloée'~c'o-'oper§\'bicn between
of the struggle being carried.on by French communist intellec-

i him and tk» philosophical institutions of the Soviet Union.

i tuals against "reactionary official philosophy" in France. v . 50X1-HUM
. N : Garaudy became a Doctor. of Philosophy of #oscow University in

. The level of his criticism can be judged by what he said of i

\ \ 1955,
ik the study of Hegel in France; "Hegel's reactionary apology k

. 68, - The other relatively safc field in which Soviet

4 of Prussian feudal monarchy has been adopted by the French * : ively - Wik

philosophers could work and publish wes the study of maleriil-

| X fascist philosopher, Aron, as a pattern for justifying ’rcaction

ist Russian thinkers. ientist “he 19th ‘ury, bot
in Prance"., Frecc philosophical study in France, according to ist Russian hiinkers-and scientists of the 19%h contury, both

those who belonged to the revolutionary intolligentsia and

Garaudy, was only e camouflage for the poisoning of the

W 3 a X L in %
; imagination of the philosophers by 2ll sorts of "ridiculous those who worked as obscurc teachers and professors in tho

fantasies", in order to prevent ideas from having a connection Univorsitios. Obscure and insignificant figires were drossed

s £ saldat i in soms
with reality: "a philosopher locked up in such an idealistic up as fightors for an advanced materislist trénd in somd

i b f.phi . Kk bject:
cage becomes harmless to the existing regime". Goraudy also special branch of.philosophy. Casual remarks on general subjects

by the great Russian scicntists of the past were commented on''

explained the efforts made to prevent the penetration of
in ondless articles, This literature is of ncgligible value

reactionary ideas from England and the United States into

: for real historical research and is nothing but a falsification
France. Toynbee's "Outline of History" was classificd as a s s e

of tho views of thc persons concerned, whose work is oriticized
"phi]).usophical concoction directly serving the purposes of P ’ .

T ; according to a ready-made pattcrn.
war",. The "American. occupabion authorities in France' imported t e ady-made pasvorn A
: . - 69. Stalin's sw g, his work on the "Economic

a considcrable amount of "luxuriously published papers, magazines 9 § sWem song, Di8 on o

. . Problenms of Socialisn-i .S.5.R.", was published in full "
and‘books“‘__bui_:_oplyv "a few philosophors in France" were said bl ¢ roblens of Socialisn-in the U.5.8.R.", s published in ful

. - . & chs . oo ot
%o indulge "in this form of intellootual prostitution snd to with ell the edditional lettors in Yoprosy Filosofid (1952,

take part in this new way of collaborating with the occupation O 5) togother with an snalysis’of tle ideological findings

. B . o y 7h4 - Q int
authoritios". This lectirc by Professor Garaudy, then a of the 19th Party Congross,. However, the shock which Stalin's

intervention in the linguistic controircrsy had produced in

“ member of the Central Committee of the French Communist Party,
B ideological circles was not rcpeatod. Besides,fiiﬁénkcv“s
75/ inaungurated
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cormontary on Stalin's latest .scientifio effort provided a
pattorn for further comapntariecs by the philosophors. 'Only
the vory top of the idoological hicrarchy, i.o. G.F. Aleksonérov,
Fedoscev and Kempari vonturod to commont at once on tho genoral
prinoiples of Stalin's new contribution to knowledge. It is
‘ch&\rt\c‘boristic, howevor, that one of the first commenterios
nadc, this time by a Leningrad contributor, L.I. Kon, wont &
step further in cxplaining the leading role of political and
legel views in tho development of soolety It attacked certain
lawycrs who gave an crronoous interprotation of the inter-
relation betwoen political and legal institutions. Thesoc wero
on no account to bec opposed to each otheres Lenin was quoted

to the offcct that "law is a political mecasure, is itself
politics". The main thome of the article was the rehebilita-
tion of the State as a nccessary instrument of socialism.

"The bourgoois State is an instruiont of exploitation and is
an-cncmy of the popular mosses, therefore, as Lonin points

out, socialism has inheritoed from capitalisn a hatred and a
lack of confidence anong the masses towerds anything which has

to do with the State. We. noeded intensivo cducational work

carricd out by the Gorrunist Party in order to overcome this

obsole_te view. This work has boen crowmod with success.

Popﬁlar nasses brought in Dy, tho Soviet Governnent on o large

_scale to participate in the business of Statc administration

77/have undorstood
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have understood thet the Soviet Stete is indced a people's ome".
The article is remarkable for its praisc of the Soviet legel S0X1-HUM
system as it actually worked at that time end for its theoret-
ical justificetion of the practices of Soviet court procoedings
(with ample quotations from Vyshinsky)s. It also vindicated
interforence by the cxcoutive power in the Soviet juliciary.

It should be.borne in mind that this was the philosophical
roading matorial for people who might have had a slccpless

night after the announcement of the discovery of the Doctors'
Plot (Kon's article appearcd in November, 1952 and the announce-
ment of tho Doctors' Plot in ;Ta.nuary, 1953).

70, The period between the publication of Stalin's work

on linguistics and his dcath was merked by a total collapse

on the ideological front as it had existed before the end of

the second world ware In the '30s and cven in the beginning

of the '40s under the-active lcadership of such people as Mitin
and Yudin and, to a certain extent, of G.F. Alcksandrov himsclf,
there existod in the Soviet Union something like a doctrine
which was formally binding for the authoritics as woll as

for the renk and file communist, True, it had long ccased

to be a scientific theory open to discussion and criticism

from any. sources. The suprenc amé\mcnt in any discussion was
the quotation fron the works of Lonin or Stelin 'interpi'e‘f;ed

in one's own favour and intended to silcncc one's opponent.

78/knd yet a doctrine
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And. yot o dootrine it wes, although porheps a doctrino- similar
in its function to thet of a rcligious scct with its final
authority rooted in tha_ sacrod toxts, rather than the sciontific
theory which kierx and Engols intonded it to be.
Tl It wes this fossilizod conception of },'Ko.rxiss;m that
Stalin attacked, Zhdanov's worning in 1947 had not been undor-
stood by those to whom it was addressed, They showed great
willingness to mend their ways and to couply with any denands
which might be mede on them by the authorities ;3 but they
seenod not to understand what these demands wore and, in oS-
ponse to thenm, could only offer protestations of loyalty,
good will and subservience, Stalin's work on linguistics
destroyed the very ooncept of an accepted and este.blisl;xcd
doctrine of Marxisia and Leninisme lierxism, according to Stalin,
is the theory of revolution, the theory helping the proleteriat
and the only bearer of 1;h‘o proletariet's roal interests, the
Comrmnist P.a.rty, to scize end hold power. Accordingly,

lerxism as a theory was identigal with the policy pursued by

Athc’ Co imunist Perty and, s long as Stalin was alive, by

Stalin h‘inself‘ as the leader of tho Party,

72>. This was a doctrine which it was not easy f‘or4thc
professional Marxist theorcticians to swallow. Indeed, the
older generation - the Mitinks and Yudins - withdrew i‘ro;:i the
strugglAc. The somewhat younger Aleksandrovs and FodosccVs

atterpted to apply sly and clever tactics and to comb:h:xe,

79/ ;sewility .

oved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3 §

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3

-79 =

servility to Stelin and Byzontine sycophency with the m_uin- 50X1-HUM
tenance of their status as high priests of the doctrine,

They hoped, in a sense, to fulfil the funstion porformed by

the highest church digniterics in e State wherc 4he lay absclute
rionarch is the heed of the church, This would not do. Fedoscev

got his reprimend in Decembor, 1952 from Suslov, who ridiculed
Fodoscev's tone of &0ctrinaire pricsthood by using the varb
veshchat! (to play the oracle).

T3 Alcksendrov, on the other hand, in his bock on

Stalin's works on linguistics and quesiions of historicel

naterialisn, went perhaps too far on the path of servility.

The book contains many cxpressions of the most humble and,

indeed, humiliating self-criticism and it is certainly not

lacking in strong expressions emphasizing the supreme inpor-

tance of Stalin's "contributions" to Marxism. But Aluksandrov

was criticized - and rightly so - for not doveloping thg hints

made by Stalin into an olaborate thoory and not using his

knowledge end ability to prov;i.de a "profound" criticisn of

such obscurantists as Russell, Jeans end Dewey. Alnost every .
chapter of the book wes criticized for this lack of ability,
or possibly desire, to develop Stalin's pronouncenents into a
full-fledged acadenic thccry. For instance, critics accused
Aleksandrov, when speaking of the cvolution of language,. of
not supporting his thesis that languege does not develop in

"jumps"e "Aleksandrov should not have satisfied himself by

80/merely

50X1-HUM

YUNTINUED U]




ied in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3

- 81 -

neroly quoting the theses of J.V. Stalin's work; he should

cditorial on "Tho state of logal scholarship". The erticle 50X1-HUM

claims that thore is a necd for o basic reconstruction of the

have supported it with the nocessary argumentetion™.

The This roserve:of Alcksandrov's and of some other

i "scienco of law', which cen be carricd ot suduess{‘ully only
critics was possibly originally caused by their reluctance

- on the basis of a profound assimilation of the work of geaius
to believe thet Stalin really meant to liquidate the existonco

: of J.V. Stalin. The article warns against over~cstimating
of all independent Marxist theorising and to roplace it by e )

i the importance of the reversed action.of tho superstruciure
kind of top-level propegende department dedicated to providing

. on the basis and ospecially against an interpretation according
& "scholerly" dressing for every new line of Stalin's policy.

to which the superstructure had a kind of independen’ existencce
Such doubts as these theorcticiens hed rmst have boen com- !

i - Superstructure rests on the realities of the basis and the
pletely dispelled by tho publication of Stalin's work on cconomics

task of the legal scholars is “o show how this reality ia-
and the cnsuing discussions at the 19th Party Conference. Tho .

ici fluences the contents and the function of the legal norms and
theoreticians indeed showod every willingness to assume tho -

State institutions of the Soviet Union. On page 101 the real
new role assigned to them and the last months of Stalin's life

purposc of this vague diatribe becomes apparent: "We must
were marked by a growth of the cult of his personclity in i

i i i further remember that our State and legal institubions %o a
philosophical literature. A stronger imagination than that

certain extont reflect international rclations. J.V. Stalin
of Goorge Orwell would bo ncoded to picture the depths of

i i has shom that our Army, our punitive organ, and our inolli-
degradation to which Soviet philosophers would have surk hed ? o

gence service point their sharp. edge not inwards but outside .

Stalin lived to see the developnont of the great purge for

i | i ) our borders a‘ainst external cnenics, against atterpts-to
i which the Doctors' Plot was to be the prologue. There arc 5 ag! ’ -

indi i " undermine the sccurity of the U.S.S.R. on the part of hostile
clear indications that a part was assignod to them in this

i inperialist States, egainst the spies and saboteurs who are
fantastic drame which was nover played out.

i 2 sent into our country by the enemy. The exposure by the organs
en Following Kon's article, to which we have referred
¥ i of State security of the terrorist group of base hirelings of
above, Voprosy Filosofii published in its first issue_of 1953 | ?

i Anglo-Americen .imperislism, of murderers who hid behind the
| (signed for publication two days after Stalin's doath) an nglo-An imperialisnm,

! - mask of Professors of Hedicine demonstrates once more that.
] 81/caitorisl i .
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‘ N
i ’ iini 2 idiun only ncen that the idcological
8 cepitalist oncirclement uses tho nmost revolting methods in liinisters end the Prosidium cen y i
| ' b v ot in the centrc of attention of Stalin's successors
; the struggle and reminds us of the pocessity of increasing front was n 4 the publicetion
5 " c publicas .
5 political vigilance and mercilessly fighting slovenliness Othorwise thoy would have cortainly provoente he P
i 4f it had been elroady sct. Bub it
and carelessness. It is obvious thet legal scholarship should of such an article, cvon if i
b indication of the reel purpose for
take into consideration this function of the Soviet state - may well bo the cloerest indicati
| i i i in, and with tho help.of his
i the function of the defence of the country against attacks which, on the instructions of Stalin,
. ' ents of Merxist
| ‘ . j writings and pronouncements, tho last remnen
e from outside". 1 \abest vriting . : e
i ; 3 2 ionex:; aditi od b
f 764 The articlo goes on to explain that legal scicnce | dogmatisn based on literary end rovolubionery tradition
b iqui 3 ing tic commentany
is not a deductive system "inferring concept from concept, i be liguidated and replaced by e running apologetic
l ici talin hinself.
definition from dofinition, construction from construction. : on the day-to-day policios of Stali

Its task is to study the concrete objective conditions which !
give rise to one or other legal norm, legal status or Stete

% institution and, after having studied the specific naturc of
1

[‘ this norm, status or institution to show what their "rccoil

action" is on the social ccononic conditions which have given N
rise to them. Legal sciencc also has to find out how to secure

a botter Punctioning of this "rccoil action" in the interests . -

of the Sovict people as represented by the policy of “tho

Comunist Party and of the Soviet State," It is obvious that

’ this cditorial article was plemned and inspircd as a first |
sfcp for a theoretical justification of the blood bath which
Stalin envisaged in 1953, That it wes allowed to appear

after Stalin's c"(ealth in tho samc issue as the official

obituary notice by the Central Committec, the Council of

‘CHAPTER IVeo
83/itinistors &/
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CHAPTER IV, - N
E point of view. Tho " porriod aftoer his death with which wo ere

. . . , alin!
s Tho outstanding fosturc of Soviet idoology during now ooncerned lacks eny such uwhifying fector as that of Stalin's

tho yoars 1950 to 1953 hed been the orosion of Merkist dogmh; porsonal control, For tho first bimé for yoers-conflioting

the period following Staolin's death witnessed a further sbage views erc being put forward 2t the seme tine and no authority

in the decomposition of the remains of Marxist idedlogy in has, as yet, eucrgoﬂ.‘tn which they could be put for final

Russizs. The oontrast between both periods is, however, not arbitration, One would neturally expect polemics in this

spectacular, The phraseology, the wey of putting and enswering period to have ‘become sharper but, on the contrary, UI{PUSMS

; wmcd wibh muh greetsr nodor-
quostions, the very subjects of philosophical discussions views heve, in fact, been put forward witH much greetér mo

. . ie as if i i ; ents
renained much the same as before. The changes were nainly ation than in Stalin's tinme. It is as if ideological opponen

confingd to the gredual reduction of the staturc of Stalin, within the framework of official idcology ave pulling their

to an increased interest in Western philosophy and determined punches, whereas in Stalin's day thoy went all out for their

. s b
atteipts to get at least some factual information on it, and adversarics ‘as soon as they realized thet these could be

possibly to a roturn to less biased and tendentious nethods hounded down.
. i y di
of historical research. The modesty of those changes should 79 The first thing which attracts attention vhen reading

. stopature is b i first
not, howover, conceal from us tho basic difference in the the latest Soviet philosophical literature is that in the

situation on the "philosophical front" before and after Stalin's
death,

two years after Stalin's doath his stature as a suprenc teacher

of larxism suffercd a gradual reduction. Quotations from

784 * In the last years of Stalin's life everything stated his works becamc scarcer and laudatory quelificabions vhich

: . . ) s e neme dd nost
. or printed in philosophy which was not immediately denounced used inevitably to be attached to his nome disappearcd alios

as a heresy could be taken as having the stpport or at loest entirely. The highcst praise to be dispensed was that of

the tolerance of the supreme leadership, Even attempts at having faithfully continued the work of Tenine The eclipse

ideological deviations, such as the Marrist heresy,lcoulrl . . of Stalin @id rot affect cven the style of philosophical

all be traced to the desire to corply with the whins of ‘the workg as ruch as ﬁight have boen expected, because the ex-

dictator or, at the most, to try and win him over to a ccrtain ;ggcra’ceﬁ clains of a unique method and a suprene a.b:.hty‘

85/point of- viows - ) 86/%0 understand
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to understand and direct processes of social devolopment were
now attached to the name of Lenin, Some of the carly articles
printed in Voprosy Filosofii aftor Stalin's doath give the .
impression that they were written before the event end that
the oditor simply orossed out Stalin's name in the purely
syocophantic passages and replaced it by Lenin's.

80, After the first number of 1953 ammouncing Stalin's
death, which gave the impression that the main subject of
fui?‘are philosophical discussions would be Stalin's latest work
on "The Econonic Problems of Socialism", articles specifically
doaling with Stalin's contribution to Marxism gradually éis-
appear from the pages of the magazine. (It should be noted,
however, that a number of pamphlets dedicated to Stelin and
designed for propagandists were still published in 1953)

From the third nusber of Voprosy Filosofii of 1953 it becomes
cleer that the study and epitomizing of Stalin's lastwork had
been dofinitely dropped. The most surprising thing is that
nobody ever mentioned this process of do-Stalinisation or

adnitted that it was teking place. This only shows - if thero

was any ﬁecessity for such a proof - that the most basic and

far-reaching changes in the Soviet Union can, and do, occur
without anybody dering to acknowledge them openly. The degree
of hypocrisy, self-deccption and consoious inhibition which is
required from those who are ocngaged in effecting such changes
has nover been sufficiently eppreciateds ‘

87/814
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81 We should reslize that every contributor to Soviet 50X1-HUM

philosophical 1iterature after Stalin's death, in faot overy
writer on ideological matters, must have been profoundly
worried by the question - whethor he should mention Stelin or
not and how often he should mention him, if at all, in connec-
tion with any subject he was writing one Toke, for in:lande,
Kemnari, later Chief Edibor of Voorosy Fi].cegi i, end &
correspondingvmember of the hcadenmy; he wolcemod _the appearance
of Stalin's last work with twenty- pages of the most servile
praise (Voprosy Filoscfii 1952, N° 6). In 1954 Voprosy Filoscfii
NO 3, Kemmeri publishes an erticle on the triumph of the
ideology of friendship ‘between the netions. Tho article '
deals with a subject which was considered to be one of Stalin's
reserved specialities ond before 1953 & work on this subject
could not have failed to refer to Stalin's numerous writings
on the question of nationalities. And yet, in 1954 Kemmari
mentions no works by Stalin. He replaces Stalin's name by
Lenin's in such meaningless sentences as "Lenin exposed a.nd
smashed the netionalism and the great-pover - chauvinisn D*.f’
the bourgeois landovwners and small-bourgeois farmers". But
even then, as if to prove that there had been 1o intentional
attempt to suppress Stalin's name, Kemmari mentions him
"inéiaentally“ together with Lenin and his "collaborators',

(page 131)s The suppression of any reforence to Stalin's

88/cclipse

50X1-HUM
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eclipse creeted a most unrcal situetion, It was as if all

concerned were continuously and morc or less uniformly chonging
tho colour of thoir skins; all the time pretcnding not to
notice and never mentioning the fact to cech other.

82, The strain which this imposed must have been partly
alleviated by the opportunity to vituperate against the cult

of personality - a new vice discovered at that period among
intellectuals. The first mention of it seems to have been
made in comection with the colobration of the fiftieth anni-
versary of the C.P,S.U. in 1953, At a mcoting of the Acadeny
of Sciences, the chairmen,icademician Nesmeyanov, proclaimed
that "the Party demands the climination from scientific propa-
genda work of the esteblished practice of interpreting in a
non-herxist way the.role of personality in history - e practice
which found its expression in a cult of personality alien to
Harxism",  But in launching the campaign against the cult of
personality the representatives of the Party were cautious
enough not to link it up openly with the process of de-
Stalinisation, P.N. Pospelov, who was the main speaker at

that mecting of the Acadeny, expressly disclaimed Stalin's
responsibility for the establishment of the cult of person-
ality. Pospelov joined in Nesmeyanov's demend for the
clinination of, the cult of personniity and added thet "it lecds

to an under-estimation of the role played by the Party and

89/its dirocting

-89 -

its directing centre and to an under-estimation of the creativegoxq1_Hum

activity of the Party's rank and filc and of the Soviet peoplc".
83, The authority which Pospelov invokod in this context
was eeee JoV. Staline fccording to Voprosy Filosof. 1953,
NO 6, Pospelov said: '"on this question there arc & number of
catogorical pronouncenents by the classics of ierzisp/Leniuisme
In 1938 J.V. Stalin wrotc a lotter ageinst the publication of
2 book entitled "Stories from Stalin's Childhood" which was
then prepared by the 'Detizdat! of the Komsomol, In his

letter - as quoted by Pospelov - J.V. Stalin pointed out thas
he “decidedly protests against the publication of such a book
because it is full of factual inaccuracies, distortions, exagg-
crations and undesexved praisc. Obviously the author had been
led into error by lovers of fairy talcs, by story tellers,
possibly by honest story tellers, but nevertheless by fairy talc
tcllers and sycophants. The book has a tendency to instil in
the consciousness of Soviet children, and of the pcople in
general, a cult of personalities end of infallible heroés;
this is a dangerous thing because the theory which opposes
heroes to the crowd is not a Bolshevik theory but a theory of
the Socialist Revolutionarics. Such a book would pour wator
on to the mill of the Socialist Revolutionarics and would
danage’ our common Bolshovik cause; any such book should -be

burnt".

50X1-HUM
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8lie The cemouflage of the process of de-Stalinisation
os a more correction of over-emphasis on tho rolg of person-
ality and as being in complete ;Lgreemcnt with Stalin's om
theoreticel views, was ma:‘_ntainec'[ throughout Soviet
philosophical literature up;zhe spring and summer of 1956,
when Khrushchev's speech to the XXth Party Congress was
gradually publicized at special reetings of ‘Paﬂy organizations
at all levels, The technique of camouflaging was convenient
for both sides in a contest which developed inside the procoss
. of da-stalinisation.' Those who hoped for an oasing of Perty
controls over discussions of theoretical liarxist ideas or of
historical rescarch in philosophy, were peying for thoir
right to indulge in their privatc hobbics (or cven to bring
forward an idoa which thfay would not have darcd to put forward
bofore) by an occasional quotation from Stalin or Z}rxda.nov. On
the .other hand, the "reactiongxric.:s" liko Xedrov, Fedoseev,
Kermari and Rumyentsev - who were rather apprehensive that
an upsurge of spontancous activity on the part of t‘ho ideo~
logists or teachers of philosophy night get out of the control
of the Party - were also,pleased with. the canouflaged system
of de-Stalinisation. It gave them the opportunity .of
criticizing Stalinist theses, contained in the text hooks of
dielectical meterialism or in Aleksendrov's book on-Stalin's

contribution to Marxisn, merely as "vulger sinplifications"

91/condemned
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50X1-HUM
condemned in advance by all serious- authority and, in

pefticular, by Lenin hinself (c.ge in his fanous strioturcs
on Shulyatikov).*

85, From 1954 on a certain number of works end articles,
written in flagrant violation of the directives given by

Zhdanov in 1947, have been published. Ls an cxanple w2 can

‘ quote N© 5 of Voprosy Filosofii, 1954 which cerries an article

by Professor Asmus on Kant and enother one by Friedlendes ‘on

the aesthetic theorics of Lessing. These articles are of no

importance as contributions to knowledge, but they are a

sign of a change in the agproach to historical rasearch,

They tend to show that the views of Kent and Lessing had been
taken seriously by the founders of tierxisn and even by Lenin

himself, and they arc an invitation to & further scrious study
of Gernan philosophy. Such articles would cersainly have
been qualified in 1947 as nanifestations of an objectivist,
"goothless", cosmopolitan approach to reactionary ideali;t

German thinkers.

92/86.

Shulyatikov was an autodidact who produced a.theory
explaining how cconomic conditions directly in-
fluence philosophical theories, and was derided by
Tenin in his book on empiriocriticisme .

50X1-HUM
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86, The attitude of tho 'purists' is perhaps best
oxemplificd by a peculier discussion which developed aftor
Stalin's death. In his work on linguistios Stelin mado an
ill-temperod remark warning corredes not to get carricd away
by the idea of "explosive changes". Ostensibly Stalin roferred
to changes in lenguage and was criticizing arr's seanguine
expectation of the sudden emergence of a new language under
socialist conditions, But he was hinting at far more impor-
tant things than that, he was giving a warning to those who
hoped that with the proclamation of the establishment of a
socialist cconomic order, or of the ineuguration of the
comrunist phase, a sudden change would occur in the political
structurc of the Soviet Union, a change forecast in liarxist
eschatology as the "withering away of the State". This vas
clearly understood by the cditors of the short dictionary of
philosophical terms who re-wrote the cntry under "antagonistic
and non-antagonistic contradictions" accordingly. In ‘i:he
Soviet Union, they said, where there is no oxploitation thore
can be no antogonistic contradictions and therefore no- ex-
plosive changes. A "political revolution" in the Soviet
Union is unthinkable. The use of Such a phrase is noteworthy,
for the very mention of a “'political revolution" in the
Soviet Union, cven to deny its possibility, seems to clash

Wit}n the predominant style.

93/87.
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87« Stalin's casual remark put Soviet Marxists in a
difficult position. For many, the emergence of a new quality
in dialectical development had alweys appeared "explosive",

gy

in the sense that quantitative chenges became quelitative

suddenly "by a jump". If future changes in ’chc? Soviet Union

were to proceed without expiosion, how could the necess.-ary

new qualities emerge which would characterize the advent of
commmisme It was in the expectation of these new qualities
that enormous sacrificcs had been imposed on and borne by the
people. There developed a lengthy discussion concerning the
question whether revolutions can occur without "explosive
changes" and whether " jumps" can be “gradual", The hair-splitting
character of thesc discussions is shown, for instance, in
Kedrov's article on “"Gradualness as a form of Chango from an
01d Quality to a New One". Kcdrov begins by saying that one
should not speculate in the abstract about jumps in gencral.
But twenty-one pages later he comes to t_he amazing conclusion:
nit follows that speaking of the gradualness of the proccss
of a ii\mp, we must distinguish the beginning of a jump, :':ta’
development or process, and :ﬁ;s endings or conclusion. A
jump has its own quaptitative denominators and we st take
into account with what moment of it - whether its. bcgixmi?ng,
development .Dr ending - wc have to‘ deal in every co;xc]}rcte

instance"

9%,/884
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88, The passege might eppear gibberish, énr] yet it
explains the difficulty with which a Stalinist- like Kedrov
had to deal in 195k. On the one hand he had to maintain the
gradual character of all future changes (even revolutionary
ones) in the Soviet Union, especially at a time when the

expectation of a sudden betterment of general conditions

was particularly acute., On the other hand, he hed to avoid

"ovolutionism", that is a theory by wl}ich qualitative changes
will emerge as the result of an accumlation of imperceptible
quentitetive ones without our being able to point out the
moment in the development at which the chenges occur, Such
evolutionism would be tantemount to e criticism of Marx and
would smack of Bukharin's theories of "the gradual growth of
capitalism into a socialist system",

89, . Closely connected with this problem of the jump
from quantitative to qualitative chenges is the other problem,
mentioned at the end of Chapter III, of how con‘tr"adictions‘
in Soviet society are being overcome. Another "reactionary",
Stepanyan, published in Voprosy Filosofii, NO 2, 1955, a
) typical attempt to reconcile the new trends 4in ideology with4
the maintenance of Stalin's authority., An editorial note
points out ‘that the artiole is published as a contribution
to a discussion. Stepanyen vin.rlicates Stalin's claim that

non-antagonistic conflicts can be solved by administrative

95/
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adninistrativo moasures and illustratos this point by now v 50X1-HUM
cxamplos. He ropeats Stalin's thoorios thot the contra-
dictions inhcront in the Sovict rcgiuc » whore gtate-planning
cconony is ‘opposed to the marketing-goods-producing-cconony

of the collective Tarns, can be ove'::cono only. by a transformebion
of the Kolkhoz property into "national® property. This ncans
ultimetely notionalization of the producc of the collective
farms.

90. Thore is, howover, a now notc in Stepanyan's erbicle
as comparcd with Stalin's last work. The lcading role in tho
discovery and the overcoming of contradictions in the socialist
socioty is, according to Stepanyan, played by ytho Commnist
Party and not, as was forcshadowed by Stzilin and i)y the article
quoted at the end of Chapter III, by the Statc. Stepanyon,
however, takes his "development dialectics" seriously. In
order to be able to solve contradictions, the Darty has itsclf
to dovelop and development necessarily presupposcs the oxis-
tence of contre.ﬂictox"y tcnﬂenc.ies. Such contradictory tenden-

cies inside the Party had been c::liosad shortly beforc Stepanyan's

article in a much~discussed play by Zorin, "The Guests",

whore the- selfless fighting spirit of Lenin's generation of
with

comunists was contrasted/ the burcaucratic spirit prevailing

anong Sovict conteuporary riling strata. Stepanyan accuses

Zorin of soeing contredictions whore there are nomc. "The

96/1eaw of the
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law of tho development of tho Party is the further unwavering
strengthening of the monolithic unity of the Party by way of
8 broad dovelopmont of criticis‘m gnd solf-criticism as &
proved nothod of uncovoring axmd cverconing contradictions
between tho old and the new", Therefore there can be no
sudden explosive chengos in tho dovolopmont of tho Party, and
Stepanyan clos::s his article with a quotation-from Stalin
saying: "in our Party as in ovory orgenism a metebolism tekes
place, Oid, dying-off clements drop out and new, growing
clenonts live and dovelops Somo go - both et tho top and at
the botton. Others como, both at the top and at the bottom
and carry on with the work; +this is the way the Darty grow
in the past, th:Ls is the way it will grow in futurc".

91. The cditoriel note to Stepanyon's article may heve
been an indication that some of the members of the board did
not share his attitude which oxcluded any major shake-up .’.LIL
the structurc of the Party. However, no one said so explicitly
and the same Stepanyan was allowed in Decembef, 1955 to
publish tho obligato.ry article frccoding the meeting of every
Prrsy Congress. Not a word in this article pointed to vtho—,
possibility of e denunciation of Stalin, True, guotations
from Stalin are relativoly rare but great cmphasis is put on

his personal ties with Lenin, "J.V,. Stalin - writes Stepanyan -

has ot 211 stapges of the aévolopment of the Bolshevik Party

97/stood for,
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stood for, propageted and dcyclopcd Leoninism and arver Lonin's
death, when at the head of the Centrael Comnittee of the Party, 50X1-HUM
ho led it in tho struggle for tho further implementucion of
Lonin's élan of & revolutionary chenge of socicty". (Sur
underlining).

92, Theso few ocxamples prove clearly that the leading
philosophicel circles of the Soviet Union adophzd sn exticemely
cautious attitude, to say the least, ’qownrrls the changes which
culminated in the XXth Congress and Khrushchev!s spscche  The
fact that various shodes of opinion werc probably represented
on the editorial boord of Voprosy Filosofii, and the philo-
sophers! consideration for their personal status in the new
situation might cxplain this caution. As we have scen, Stalin
reducod the philosophers from the status of a relatively
independent caste of ideological spccialists to that of
commentetors on his political linc, of ideological civil
servants, After his d}aath an opportunity was given to them
to regein some inc’le‘penﬂ,cncc and to stert pleying a politicael
rol&.a again, if not by putting fnrwgrd _thporctical idcas which
politicians could translatc into practice, then at least by
giving support to cert;nin political trends rcprescntogl'l;ry one
or the other personality et the top of the Party hierarchy.
The lamont issucd by the cditorial board of Voprosy.Filosofii
on the status of philosophy in the spring of 1956 might

98/possibly )
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cult of personality, which had been criticized for tho last - S50X1-HUM

ossib oint to suoh a situetion. "Cen wo say that our
F e * v two years, was not a oult of personality in general tut a

philosophers have succooded in reaching a high level of . e
. oult of the porsonality of J.V. Stalin. And yet, cridicism
thooretical genoralization concorning actual theoretical . . . s
of Stalin in a leading article published in Voprosy Filosofii
= I 1
problems of the practico of the building-up of .GOm_uim.sn? after the Congross is extremely voak, not only as compared
Wo rogret to say that this is not so. Our philosophical . . .
. with the text of Khrushchev's speech, which hes since become
cedres have not yet produced importent theorotical works )
availeblc, but even as comparcd with the decisions of the
which would deserve to be congidered as equal to independent .
Central Committce on the "overcoming of the cult of personality".
originel research studics, e arc still under the spell of
The criticism in Voprosy Filosofii is confined to a few re-
lagging ‘bohind the development of life, under the spoll of .
marks on the inflated importance which hed beon attiched to
an insufficiently high lovel of theoretical work",
Stalin's work on dialectical and historical materialism,
93¢ - The way to improve this situation was, according
which was, the leader in Voprosy Filosofii admits, wrongly
to Voprosy Filosofii, to allocatc a certain minimum of time
considerod to be tho summit of Marxist philosophy. This had,
to philosophors for rescarch work "making rational uso of the
in its turn, brought about "a discontinuance of a profound
availablo time budget", to show "daring in pubting thooretical
study of the works of Marx, Engels and Lenin", Sticking closo
problems which correspond to the spirit and to the demands of
. . to Stalin's formulac end words was said to be the main reason
our days, daring in solving probloms of the revolutionary
. . for the narrowing down of philosophicel interest. Stalin's
transformation of the world, daring in the philosophical
. - formula, according to which German speculative philosophy
cxplénation of the data of modorn scionco", Voprosy Filosofii )
was nothing but "an aristocratic reection to the French
makes it cloar, howevor, that such "dering" should not lead
- . ' . bourgeois revolution and French materialism", was mode res-
onc boyond the protecting roach of the Commnist Party
X . ponsible for the shortcomings of research on the history of *
leadership.
P philosophye
e - Nor was’any dering or even coursge shown by the .
.. ) ) - 95 In their self-criticism in the leading article in
Sovict philosophers whien the "nuclcor bomb" exploded at tho
R . Voprosy Filosofii, however, the philosophers borrow their
XXth Congréss, The first ronction was to admit that tho

y 100/ terninology
99/cult of
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torminology almost entirely from Stalin's own strictures on
philosophers when he accused then of boing Talmudists end of
roplacing the study of real life by doductions aﬁd an abstract
analysis of some allegedly indubiteblo truths., Nor does tho
articlo, in spite of all ité abject solf-criticisn, 111(_;;'Ation
the scathing remark in liikoyan's specch at the XXth Cong:ress,
according to whioh the work of Sovic’cAphilosophors wes bolow
contorpt and not cven worthy of a word of blame. Unnoved by
what was said at tho Congress, the editorial boerd of Voprosy
Filosofii still meintained that the philoscphers have to
perforn an importent task in the class struggle, that thoy
must head the fight against reactionary bourgeois ideology
which must go on in spite of co-existence. True, such oriticisn
of bourgeois philosophy must be subtle and must differentiato
between those who are obvious reactionaries and the wavering
elements among bourgeois philosophers and scientists Who 3
under, the influence of persuasive criticism, can still find
the right path.

96, Nevertheless, the editorial boerd of Voprosy Filosofii
could not long withstend the pressurc of discussions which
broke out immediately after the toxt of Khrushchev's- speech
bocame known in thé U.S.S.R. Stepanyan's article, quoted
abovo, was understood by its readers, and probably rightly

s0, as an attompt to justify and naintain cortain views

101 /which were
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which were now considered tol be Stalinist and which many wanted 50X1-HUM
to shake off. 1In the summer of 1956 the article was discussed,
not only by specialists in Soviet philosophy, but even in a
philosophical circle by undergraduates. (This is, by the wa‘y,
the only mention of the existence of such a philosophical
circle)« In an article signed Perlov (0dessa) in Vonrosy
Filosofii, N° 4, 1956 Stepanyan is accused of believing that

a contradiction in society can be overcome by a " one-a.r.;,t
action", and not "as a process". This seems o be a rather
awkwardly expressed criticism of Stalin's theory according

to which non-antagonistic conflicts in Soviet socioty will be
overcome by State and/or Party interferences

97. Perlov points out that Stepanyan's definition of

the basic contradiction in socialist economy - which was that
of Stalin - does not explain anything. The tension between
the ever-increasing needs of the whole population and the
level of production of material and cul‘l:urél goods is inherent,
Perlov says, in capitalist economy as well, and is therefore
not a specific coritraﬂio.tion of socialistA economys Such a
specific contradiotion Perlov sces in the i_nequality. in the
stendard of living of people who have the same "relation to
the means of production". This contradiction will be wholly

overcome in some distant future in the "second stege of

ccm\mmism", tut the Party and the Statc are alrcady, according

102/to Perlov,

50X1-HUM
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to Perlov, talking stops to wealon this contradiction, by in-
c.roasix‘;g the wagos of tho lowor paid workers end moasurcs of
‘sooial wolfarc. -

98, Tho wholo purpose of this discussion about contra-
diction bocomes 9109.1:' when Perlov attacks Stepanyan for sﬁujing
that cortain contradictions in socialist socicty are e.nt::gon-
istic, that is that they can bo surmountcd only by violént
methods of ropression. Not cven plunderers of socialist
property should bo iniiiscrimi.nately considored as :mtugonié‘bic
to Soviot” soci;ty; ‘only those who aro connocted with the '
liquidated .claséos or with the capitalist surroundings ond

arc acting in thoir interests, have ploced themselves in an
antagonistic contradiction with socialist society. If thieves
and ombezzlers ere working pcople with an undor-developod
class consciousness, if they aro simply not koen on thoir work,

there is no antegonism. Perlov gocs on to make rathor far-

reaching asscf’cionﬂ; it is true, hec sa"}s,‘ that a rcligious
idcology i:; antaéonistic to a scientifio ono, but there .is no
antagonism between Soviet socioty a.nd,those.citizcns who ‘are
‘believers. Ev;:n moro surprising is Porlov's statcment thqt

although cosmopolitenisi and bourgeois nationalism is anta-

gonistic to the ideology of Soviet patriotiém and proletarian

internationalism, certein cosmopolitanist and nationalist

errors of scicntists ond artists should not be considered as

103/antogonistaclly
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antagonisticelly opposed to Soviot socioty, This means that
they should not be doalt with, as they were under Stalin, by S0X1-HUM
"on;-act action", but by the "process" of education and per-
suasions ,
99, The article oriticizing Stepanyan's theory of con~
flicts shows how difficult it was evon eftor Khrushchev's
spooch to voice a criticism of Stalinigt conditiony and to tr‘y
and build a theoretical foundation for such criticisme Not
until the beginning of October, 1956 do we encounter in Voprosy
Filosofii en indication of a systometic attack on Stalinist
views as such, Such an attack came with tho article signod

by Nazerov and Gridnove (Voprosy Filosofii, N© 5, 1956) on
quostions of the lagging behind of dramaturgy and the thenltyr‘o'.‘
It is not o more accidont that the strongest nanifestation

of de-Stalinization wes connected with questions of art. Thesc
hed alroady boon discussed ond somc daring words had been
spoken by writors and critics in literary magezinos and in

the Literary Gazctto. ‘

100, In publishing the article by Nazarov and Gridneva

on tho question of the lagging behind of .dramatic &7riting

end of the theatre in goneral, the editorial bocrd of Voprosy
Filosofii did not makc any of the usual rcscrvations. Never-
theless, the article certainly could not have roprosented the

views of the majority of the oditorial boord and mst have

104/been forced
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beon forced upon thom by some outside authority. Tho r.rt_icla
gives 2 deteiled sccount of tho development of Stete inter-
ference in matters of Sovict art and thoatre in pz\rtic\ilbir.

Tt brings out facts which have becomo well knovm outside the
U.S.S.R. through such books as Elegin's "Tho Taming of the
Arts". It quotes Lenin and Iunachersky as defenders of relative
freedon when policing artistic activitios. Accordi}xg to “theso
euthoritics, State end Party interferonce must be floxible

and stiff directives should not bo epplicd too literally.
Lenin's and Iunacharsky's principles were, according to tho
authors, implemented in the 1925 resolutions of the Contral
Comnittoe, which stated that "communist criticisn must fight
percilessly countor-rovolutionary nanifestations in lito;'aturo
Veenss but at the seme tine it should demonstrate oxtrone tact,
caution and tolcrenco towaerds all those intermediary litorery
‘stratas which might fall in step with the proletarait and will
evontually do so's The authors cmphasizo by underlining the
following passage of the sanc ‘rauoluticn: . "Morxist criticism
must purge itself in tho most decisive way of any p::ctentioun,
somi-literato end 'suffisont' commumist boastfulness", ‘:‘l‘—he
chenge in the policy inauguratod by Lonin as fer as tho theatre
is .concorned took definito shai:e in 1936, Tt bogan vriii.h sharp
criticisn of Shostakovich's opera "Lady Macbeth of the Mtsonsk
District". It woent on under the slogen of "uprooting formalism

from the arts", Tho reason for that fatal change was, according

105/to the authors
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to the authors of the erticle, the cult of personality and in 0

fect Stalin's personal interforence. The article prcposes

4o reorganizo the method of control over the thcetre and the
arts in general, on the basis of Lenin's principle of less
guidence and nore practical help'. It proposes "o create an
Acadeny of Arts, and to trensfer the controls of artistic
activity to such an autononous organization",

101, The article is significaut, zot so much becaus: of

its corplaints about the statc of the theatre as because of

its attempt to opposc Lenin to Stalin in the most drastic weye
Nowhere is therc e direct attack on the Party ox the principle
of Party control and the whole criticisn is confined %o the
action of Soviet State officials, and in particuler of the
A11-Union Committce of Arts established in 1936 undce Kerzhentscve
It is an indication of the sensitivity of Soviet public opinion
that, cven in this fom, the article wes u.nder‘stood to bc a
direct attack on the Party and on Party ‘controls. It was
condermed in the daily press and in the Literary Gazette and

in the very next number (signed for publica.tian on 22nd Dec';cn‘ber,
1956) Voprosy. Filosofii was forced to apologizé for publisl-;:'_ng
this u;ticlo.’ The oditorial says: "In this articlc; me‘th.ods

of cdministration of theatrical art which had taken place in

a past period arc boing criticizeds Horvcw;o;z‘, the a.rticlq, )

whilo directing its firc against naked adninistration as a

106/method of
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nothod of guidanco in art, at the sanc tine under-estimates
the importance of the guid:‘ng.activity of tho Comnunist Porty
in the dovolopnent of Soviet socialist ert. Although the.authors
do spoak of Lonin's principles for the éuidMg of art by the
Party, end although they quote Party decisions and instruc—
tions h}/ Lenin from which it follows that the Par¥y should
guide the process of the developnent of arts according to pian,
nevertheless, in a nusber of points, their oriticisn, of the
nethods of administration becomes in substance a negetion of‘
the necessity of Party guidancoe". The oditorial oxplains tho
ﬁista.ko of the authors by the general conditions resulting
fron a.n.over-estimation of Stalin's nistakes. "In a numbor

of cases we see to ruch haste in the solution of complicated
thooretical problems, an unprincipled shying off from onc .
extreme to another, o substitution of primitive self-concoctions
for sorious kiarxist a.nalysi; essesss 0 global negation of ;nll
the theoretical positions of Stalin including those which are
correct", ) ‘ ) v .
102, The picture of this "shying off" in ideological
natters whichl thé eﬂitoria; gives is very different from

that obtained by reading Soviet philosophical, literature,

It crmerges from the editor;l&l that the poisonous influence )

of bourgéois propaganda ha:;:infiltratcﬂ "ccrta_in pronoucerients

in which the socialist nature of our denocracy is questioned

107/cnd proposals

50X1-HUM

50X1-HUM
- 107 -

and proposals are mede to allow freodom to preach idoalism,
and 80 on. Therc have beon pronouncements to the effect that
a materinlist philosophy and learning in general cen develop
successfully only if one allows freedom for idealist hilo-
sophy". The editorial refers to some workers on ths ideolo-
gical front who interpreted the demsnd for o differerticted
approach to various trends of bourgoois philosophy, sociology,
eto, as a softening of the criticism of bourgeois ideology
ond a first step to meking peace with it. IV speaks also -uf
certain scientists who are alleged even to have said that the
philosophy of r]ialec"cical materiali.‘z.m is of no use to t’\em'
and that natural science can do without diaiec.‘tics. Mings
went so far that ¥ was proposed to aboiish phi 1osophir'-al':l‘.nr—
struction altogether,

103 The editorial adiits tha:t philosophers were res-;
ponsible for having provoked such erroneous views by incompctent
disoussions of physics, bidlogy and other sciences, by aitacks
on the theory of relativity and so ons It also points out
that a number of Stalin's pronouncements were inconsistent
with the far more flexible and dialecticé.l‘teaching of Marx;

for instance, his conception tﬁat‘with the 1i§uidation of a

basis, the superstructure also suffers o total liquidatione

To this the editorial opposes a theory of traditionalism in

suporstructure which, it claims, is mo;*e consistont \vj.t'vh’

the toaching of ifarx, It is clear that this sherp reesction
108/to the
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to the bola.ted pcnetratmn of the depends f'or raﬂ:.ca.'l. reforms,
of vrh:.oh the artlcle by Nazarw and Grldnevu ;\.s an oxamplc »
was caused by tho Octobor events in Hungery: "bourgeois
ideologists are trying to disoredit Soviet demooracy, the
real dcmooracy of the populer nasses and are opposing “tc; it

. bourgocn.s democracy Whlch they call an cxpression of the.spirit
of tha ‘frue world‘ Whot this free world is has been ahmm
best of B.ll by the bandit attack of England, France and Isracl
on the independent poople of Egypt and by the exploits-of the
organzzers of the coun?‘el'—revolutiomry fascist putsch in
Hungary and their bloody terror agamgt the best sons of tho
Hungarian people”s
10k There remeins one ‘unolear question: who are all
those 'certein people' who voiced illegit_ine.tq criticism
(according to Voprosy Filosofii's editorial) undermining tho
l\ja.rxlst foundatxons of Sov:.et cultural life? Some 1a.g,ht on
thxs question is thrown by the reports of the prooeed:mgs
of the al:.L-um.cn co-prdlnatix}g conference on q\'lestl?na oi‘
philosopm‘f at the In.sti’(_:utu of Vl’hilosophy of the Academy of
Sciences of the U.S.S.R. The report is.publisheil (in part
and in a short vers:.on) in V oros Filosofii, NO 6, 1956 in
which the ed:.torlal apology. for Nezarov' s and Gr:.dnev

ar(::.clo also apyeuz'eﬂ; but, even in this shortened version,

it is clear that vory sharp. things werc, said at that neétinge

109/0ne ‘of £hE
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One of the subjects of discus'sion vwas the two vorumes v
"Egsays on the History of Philosophicel and Political Thought
of- thg Netions of - the UsS.S.R."™ edited by Vasetsky, Iovchuk
and others. The sharpest criticisn was made by 'a Profehsdr
of the Uni;»’eraity of Erevan (the Azmenian Chaloyan) who
critioized the method applied in writing and comoiling the '
"Essays's He spoke of the erroneous definition of the histbr:‘
of philosophy given by Zhdanov. Philosophy is not, as Zhdanov
hed postulated, 2 history of materialism and it is irpossible
to explain the development of materialist views in Russia
without giving an account of the idealist tendéncies :m the
struggle with which materialist views are develope.d. )
1056 A lengthy discussion developed in which Tovchuk gave
rather half-hearted support to Zhdanov's dofinition of the
history of philosophy. Chalo&an ‘oriticized the "Essays" because

the authors avoided mentioning the influence which foreiérx

philosophicel trends used to have in the past on Ru‘ssia.n

philosophy or the philosophies of other nation;: of the U.S.S5.R.
To this Iovchuk answered that che should beke the ook cdited
by him in its historidal aspect; it had beéh wiiften at a
period of ‘struggle againsx-t ‘bourgeois éonéept_iox'xél of a cosmo=
politen character and that e:éi:lained/(:.érﬁixi onissions; 'but,
there was no intention of ignoring the ijxflucﬂné'e of West-ém i

philosophy. Chaloyan pointed out the poor planning of the

110/book which
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‘book w)]q::.qh q-?l‘q_.not .ghow., tho speoific foatures of tho dovolop-—:
mont of philosophy enong thg,yariqus nations of the U.S.5.Re
Ho. said tha?: it Wa.s Wrong fo start with the ninth century A.D.
True, the Ru;sians had no philosophy before that datc simply
because there was no Russien nation, but in Ceorgie,:Arpenia
and Central Asie there was an estab;l.isheﬂ philosophical tra-
dition going back to the third and fourth centuries.

106, This last criticismkby Chaloyan waa accepted wit};ou'b
rmch protest by the iloscow philosopherss One gets the impression
$hat special allowance nad been given to the. Armenian philo-
sopher: tg express _;jather dering views. Generally speaking,
ever since Stalin's death end to a certain degree even bcfore,
?here had been a spec._ia.l ideclogical regine in Transcaucasia
which was accepted by the Liosc_:ow philosophers as a nanifestation
o‘fnnational peculiarities, without nccossarily being a sign

0‘f ‘bourgeois nationalisie Another sign of the independence

of jiarxist thought, in Georgia was the publication,: in 1555,

of a special te_zxt book, in Georg;Lan, for studonts of Marxish
Leninist p_hilosophy aptitvl_ed "Questions of Dialectical I;iater—
iAlis;J“, It,{vrag publisheq in Ggo_rgia‘n under the auspices,:
and Vvith':the ‘corl‘];‘atborjatior_x of the sm‘no Professor Bakradze

who had been accused, in, the. discussion on logic of over-

estimating formel logi‘c, at “Sha pxpan;e.,of'dialqct‘ical logice

11/107.
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107, The Russian reviewer in Voprosy Filosofii olaims
that the Georgien work is original, that it successfully shows
the historical connection of dialectical materielism with
pre-Marxist philosophy as well as the qualitative difference
between both and that it is relatively free from the defects
of quotationism, set pattern and rubber stamp formletionse
There cen be no doubt that Professor Bekradze departs from the
usual style of 'dieamat' text books when he deals with the
opistemology of dialectical materialisme He gives much space
to the anaiysis of the concept of truth and the examplt_as he
quotes to illustrate what he is saying ere not without daring.
For instance, he cammot accept the definition of truth as of
¥nowledge which has been verified in practice and comments:
Ufas the theory of Karx not true btefore it had been verified
by practice? Or was the statement on the bui]:ding of socialis[n
in one country not true bofore socialism was built? ) And is
the possibility of building communism in our country not true,
even before commnism .is built?! .

108. There is no indication, huwe)rer, that this fresh
wind coming fro‘m Transcaucasia will £ill tlfxe sails of the
Moscow boat, A reéort on 1-:he nmeeting of they In;‘stituteyot ’
Philosophy of the licadeny of Soience (25th Decenber, 1956)

to discuss the work of Voprosy Filosofii -shows clearly that

the Moscow philosophical organizers werc on the defensive :
i o

112/against too
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ageinst’ too.far-reaching refornss The main speaker at the

neeting was Kammari, who had never been an enthusiast for
the new look, "It is now necessary to resist and raje.cf all
elements which are against lMarxism/Leninism and are t'r;ring
t0 ‘meke use of the crificiam of the cult of the personality
of Stalin to Bmuggle’in under this flag theif anti-Karxist,
snti-Teninist theories end contentions", "Some comrades",
Kermari goes on, "have come to the conolusion *i:hat the wholo
struggle of the Party against idealism which plays up té the
Henshoviks is wrong. And yot, the basic featurds of this
idealism are a development of the'most da.ngeroﬁ.s dogmes of
the Second Tnternational, ia Eivoz.'ce of theory and practice
and a sruggling in of Hegel:':.anisgaﬂux;dar t};e barmer of larxism".
109. " Who "somo corrades" are‘, :anﬂ who the elements
ix;i;gical to Marxisyy/Leninism arc, .remains wnsaide Thev only
naned peoplé‘ ‘who had made dangerous pronouncerents are the
sane '}\Iaze.vcyv and Gridnova who ‘e.re accused of having put';
forwsrd statements directed agai.\:xst Party guidance of the
Arts, This was, however, obviously doﬁ”e with the lmmr\rlerlgev
end the support of the oditorial 'b.o‘a:::d over which Kammard
prcsidé’é. And yet, no purge has so far teken 'pla.ce amofxg

the mefibers:of ‘tho oditorial board, The method adopted now
is oﬁ\‘ridu's‘}}/ o teke tho-criticisa of tho cult of L;Srso;ality

firmly’ in hend and %o carry it out on nﬁprovad Pm-‘cy lincs,

113/Kammarie.
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Kammeri promises e number of "serious articles" which will
criticize the cult of personality and aiscuss methodological
problems of the history of philosophye

110. This is the situation on the philosophical front
with regerd to the main problem, the one of de-Stalinization
at present. Ve have devoted mach space to the discussion of
this problem, the very existence of which had leen implicitly
denied for a long time and which is now menticned only
occasionally, because we pelieve that this was and remains

the main problem in the minds of those who are entrusted with
carrying on “philosophical” work, We have seen that, so far
as a revision of the cultural situation existing undexr Stalin
is concerned, philosophy lagged behind other brenches of
cultural activity in the Soviet Unione The new look was much
more forcibly expressed in literaturc, where a deternined
struggle for a new approach has been waged ever since Pomerantsev's
famous erticle on sincority in litereture (December, 1953)e
Nothing like it is'noticea.ble in philosophy and the ripples
which have passed over this packweter of Soviet ocultural life
are only consequences of the high wind blowing over literature
and sciences . )

111, This is, of course, explained by the special poaitiq:n
of the philosophers under the Stalin regime. They were com=

promised to a far greater extént by their subservience to the

114/Stalin regime
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Stalin rogime than anybody clso, excopt the secret pblicg.
Whereas the physiois‘l‘:s , tho biologists, tho novo}isbs anﬂ
ovax-l tho cconomists CD\;.I(] rotiz;ori.n the lest years of Staelin's
rule from the front linc of the ;i.dcological struggle and caryy
on somo ‘usaf‘ul work in o small woy waiting for, thingé to chenge,
the philosophers werc forced 'boijust:Lf‘y their existence by
remaining ::Ln the forefront. Any attompt to justify their
existence by pczli’cically innocuous rosearch into the his_toz'y
of philosophy or some abstract branch of knowledge such as
mathematical logic, was just as compromising as ac_tive z_‘asis-
tence to the demands of Zhdenov and Stalin, There was nothing
in philosophy on which Stalin could not claim, or would not
clain, to be an authority, end there was no cscapc for the
philosopher to an ivory towers

12 It is open to a poot like Simonov to confess and
deplorc his weskness in having toed the Stalinist line because
he h\’.‘:ﬂ sox;lgthing in his past to atone for it: his éatr:{.otism
and his achiévements 28 a poet ar;c'l vwriters The majo?ity of
the p;riloscphers and 21l those responsible for the orgmizati:on
of the phiioscphical front -have no such ac};ievements to fall
back upo;, to.fac'ili‘bate a renunciation of their Stalinist
past. Therefore, they welcomed the technique of emnsiﬁg the

pefsormlity cult without attacking Stal}'m, which vwas a]{p]_.ied

before and up to the XXth Congress. The revelations made at

115/the XXth' Congress
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the XXth Congress obviously caught the philosophers unewere.
They found themsclves in a difficult position because they
ha't'i been tho main instrument in the estabiishment of what is
now conventionally called the cul% of the ;;ersonality ﬁ .
Stalin. They hed indeccd taken pride in being such an instz:u-
meént. When Kesmari now explains the misteken abtacks on
Harxism by the fact that present-day critics have rcad the
last works of Stalin but have read neither Harx nor Lenin L:nd
arc therefore unable to distinguish between the correct
siarxist ideas in the works of Stalin and "separate formulations
lacking exactitudc" ~ Kammeri speaks of his own shortconingse
Between 1950 snd 1953, he and his like 21l readily and
willingly forgot anything they had read in Lenin and Marx

ond undertook with enthusiasm the task entrusted to them of

dressing up Marx and Lenin in the style of Staline

113, The tension caused by the denunciation of Stalin

at the XXth Congress incr(‘:as.cd during the surmer and autumn
of 1956, 'fhe crisis threatened to become a personal one:
those who were compromised by their attitude to Stalinism
since 1947 were obviously faced with the alternative of either
being isolated and ostracized or with the necessity of leéving
their leading positions, .Their line of defence was .to try and
denonstrate their usefulness to the Party. Stalin hed no need

of idcological high priests becesusc he laid down the dogma of

116/the Marxist
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the Merxist faith himself. But the collective leadorship
niéht want the support of ostensibly independent scholars
in‘ questions of arxist theory. And this such people as
Fedoseev, Karmeri or Stepanyan were ready to provide. They
. wero bhelped in their efforts to stabilize their positions on
this basis by the October events in Hungary. The dangor of
an uprising of the intellectuals, of a general ideological
stampede, the denger of a breakdown of olficial double talk
and double thought, which would threaten the very existence
of the regime, became apparent. Indeed, such a danger st
fxava become fer more epparent in ecadenic ideological and
evén Party circles in the Soviet Union than can be ascertained
fron abroad., On the .other hand, of course, such people as
Koammari a1l had an interest in exaggerating this denger in
order to increase their owm importance as the main bulwark
against ideological doviationse
114 This is the situation at the present moment. Tho
question- is: will the revisionists continuc their attacks
on everything Stalin stood f:ur, upsetting and freely di;—
cussing even orthodox larxist views, or will they bo silenced
by a clique of ideologists whose acadenic integrity is com-
promised and who have nothing to lose but their a‘cadéxgic

posts? Will the new approach to philosophy naintain itself

on the so-called periphery of the Soviet Union - in Georgia

i17/or Armenie -
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or Armenia - and will the struggle develop on tho basis of
decentralization? Or will the reaction of Kemmari. and ‘his
like provoke & further stiffening of the resistanco of younger
men in the universities and in the Academy of Soiences who
will orgeniz. themselves in the same way as the dissident
poets and writers eppear to be organizing themselves? Thero
are signs favourable to each of these trends of development;
there is the demand for philosophical magazines in the Union's
Republics, there is the pressure of soientists and :;riis'bs
and writers who do not want to fall again under fhe ‘control
of disoredited Party ideologists, and there is the ever-
:'mcrea;ing outery on the part of the latter giving warning

to the Party of the imminent danger to the existence of the
regime presented by ideological vacillations.

1154 . The process of de-Stalinisation end the attempts
to camouflage it are the main features of the devel:;pmen‘-‘i in
what was still called "philosophy" in'the Soviet Uaion in the
period after Stalin's deaths A% the same time changes occurred
in other directions. The most outstanding one is an opening
of eyes to realities in tl';e'phiiosophicel developnent in the
West. We have mentioned a special branch of Soviet philo-
sophy which developed after the war and was officially called
"Cyiticism of Bour-gabis Ideology". Originally this branch

was supposed to satisfy Zhdenov's Qemand for a militant

" 118/denunciation
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denunciation of Western philosophy as an instrument of capif-
elism and imperialisme Any attempt to acquaint even the res-
tricted number of the readers n;f philosophicel magasires with
the contents of the works of Vestern philosophers and the
general trends of Western philosophy would, at that time,
have been a dengerous thing and those who vrialccd‘déing' €0
would have laid themselves open to accusations of cosmopolit-
anism and objectivisme .

1164 Criticism of Western ideology was thercfore restricted
to $he most violent and ridiculous sbuse directed agé;i.nst a
fow names such as Dewcy in the U.S.A. and Bertrand Russell in
Englend. Poges and pages wore filled with the most fanatic
abuse. One passage from an erticle by E. Kolpan, "Bertrand
Russell, the Armbcarer of Imperialism" in Voprosy Fi'.losofii,

N° 2, 1953 cen serve as an example, Speaking of the conflict

as a result of which Russell had to lecave the U.S.A. in 1943,

Kolmen seys: "Why did Russell fall out of favour mth the
Uncle from Imerica'? The Yanks, both Quakers. and Cathiolics,
did not understand at that time that Russell's free-thinking
which shocked i}hem is qctually helping this .agile pedlar ‘of
- obscurantism to s'p‘:‘m‘his web around those social strats which
rp';;steﬂ _the ‘ix?fluencc of their own all too rvigid and primitive
propaganda" ) and the article concludes by saying tmthertrand

Russell, is the "sworn enemy of all working people, an

119/experienced
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experienced and clever agent of imperielism who has now N
become one of the mein purveyors of Hitlerite theories

tturned the other way round'". The counterpert in Amorica

of Bertrand Russell as & wa:c'—monzgering prognatist is John
Dewey, who ccmes in for tiue semc kind of abuse. The fact

that he had been the Chairmen of the Independent Tribunel,
which investigated the case of Leo Trotsky after the first

two lMoscow show trials in 1936/37 hed taken plece, is never
even mentioned. Apart fronm these abusive allusions hardly
anything can be found conveying information on philosophy

in the West before the death of Stalin.

117 The contrast in the treatment of Western thought
after Stalin's dcath cen be appreciated only by copmparison
with this - preceding stote. This contrast is possibly ew'ren
greater than that of the treatment of Stalin before ond after
his death. Here again, hov}ever, the reel reasén for the
change has not been admitted until W‘/ery reccently. Steps’

had already been taken to 2llow more or less reliable comunist
and 'progressive! thinkers in the West to report on their
activity under the capitalist yoke. "Yie have mentioned already
Garaudy's sppearance in Moscow in 1953. J oliot-Curic was
frequently mentioned as a supporter of progressive ideas

and & lesding fighter in the ranks of the Peace'Congreés,

but for some rcason he did not contribute personally to the

12 ./rapprochement
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repprochenent between Soviet official philosophy and 'progressive’
119. Thus Cornforth, instead of giving an eccount of tho
Wostern thought. Approxinatcly at the sano timo as Garaudy's .
strugglo of Merxist philosophy in Englend agninst reaction,
visit to the Soviet Union, Professor J«D. Bornal came to
provides Voprosy Filosofii with e longthy article on the
Hoscow with a delegation of ‘'progressive scicntists's In a
opponents of idoalism in contemporary English ‘bourgeeis
conversation with members of the Institute of Philosophy of
; philosophy. The article opens with 2 risky declaration thet

tho Acadenmy of Sciencca ,Professor Bernal commented et length
: not all those who champion peace are socialists; not all

on the backwardness of scientific development in England and
: those who champion healthy reelist art end literature ere

the divorce of theory and practice and of scienco and social
followers of socielist roalism; ond not all those who raise
1ife. Professor Bernal has acquired a reputation in the Soviot
their voices ageinst idealism in philosophy ar:s iHarxists.
Union as a leading British progressive thinker, end was elec-
- Aftef a few introductory remerks on Collingwood, Alexander

ted an Honorary Professor of ioscow University in September,
and Vhitchead, who ere all represented as materialists who

19564 .

118, During 195&/55 a systematic and controlled effort

had missed their opportunity to develop their views consis-

tently because they failed vo appreciate Harxism, Cornforth
was mede to acquaint Soviet rcaders with what is going on in
gives an account of the latest work of Gilbert Ryle. He
Wostern philosophy. Every major Western country had been
refers to Ryle's "bashful naterialisa" and explains it by his
allowed one or two representatives to explein ideological
S desire not to be drawm into the social and party struggle of
developments on accepbed iorxist lines; France was reprosented
) : our days and to remain a free-lonce, which is a charactoristic
* by Garaudy; the U.S.A. by Harry Welles, a teacher at the )
. - featurc of English philosophers and English intellcctuals in
Jofferson School of Social Sciences in New York; Italy by .
. general, According to Cornforth, this prevents them from
Morius Pinclla and Togliatti; and Great Britain by Maurice
: carrying on an effective struggle against idealism Wwhich is
Cornforth. The contributions of all thesc "foreign
R . possible only from the position of an openly professed mab-
correspondents" were obviously intended to follow a certain
. erislist cxplanation of tho world. Cornforth econcludes with
pattern and give an account of the struggle of revolubionary .
. an appeal not to ignore and snub anti-idealist tendencies in
and progressive thinking against the official reactionarics in
: : bourgeois philosophy, but S make the best use of them, for
their respective countrics. But not all the contributors have '

followed this pattern. . 122/they arc the
121/119. .
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they are the first stops which will lcad an opponent of idealisn

towards revolutionary criticism of the social conditions on
which idoalisn is based. .

120. An cditorial note in Voprosy Filosofii points oub
that besides tho information contained in it, Gornforf/h's
article is particulerly velucble as it is 2 pointor towards
an incorrect, simplified and non-differentiating approach to
the various trends of bourgeois philosophy. Howover, the
editors of the magazine rcinsure themselves ageinst malevolont
criticism by saying veguely that some of the contentions of
the author "require further discussion".

121. When this discussion took plece (as latc as the
spring of 1957) Soviet criticism was mainly directed against
Cornforth's interpretation of Alexander's and Whitehead's
views. The Soviet philosophers did not seem o be able to
say anything about Ryle. The Soviet critics (Bogomolov,
Pomogaeva and Trofimov) do not agree with Cornforth, that
the study of Alex,andex; or Whitehead can be of any use for the
struggle against idealism: “It_ is our duty", says. onc.of
them, "to exposc and denounce evci‘ything dead, everything
impeding the development of fresh _progrcss‘ive thought. The
philosophical inheritance of }Llexandcxj and Whitchead belongs,
according to our opinion, to this category"s The other two

critics point out that the enlisbting of idealists into the

123/comp of the
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camp of the adversaries of idealism, of which Cornforth nade

himself guilty, in no way reinforce the camp of matorialism,

' but on the contrary weskens. it by wiping out the dem=rcation

1ine between meterialism and idealisn, ond by diverting the
energies of materialists emd of all the fighters for science
from the struggle against the idealiist schools and trands in
conterporary bourgeois philosophye

122, Cornforth's answer to his critics is nost significant.
He admits that the common purpose which he shared with his
critics is the struggle against idealism. But every philoso-
phical system, he says, is always a mixture of various trends.
The philosophies of Descartes, Locke and Leibni‘éz, as w2ll as
those of Alexander and Whitehead were "neither purc idealism
nor pure meterialism, but are charactorized as a corbination
and & confrontation of both". “No philosophical system can be
oriticized", Cornforth goes on, "and appreciated by a certain
abstract standard: this is meterialism, that is idealism"e
Only by finding the matorialist element in acav:'le;mic ‘bourgeois
philosop]‘m,', oan one establish a contact Fr.‘x{h meny philosophers
who are n;)‘t materialists, but \who can still be "fofced to join"
éhe materislists,- Therefore, according to Cornforth, one
should not miss the opportunity of buildiqg bridges baWeen
different philosophical posi’cio'ns.' Such op};or'bunitics are

far more frequent, says Cornforth in conclusion, “than we have
‘been ready to asswne in the past'.

124/123.
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123, The polemics of Cornforth and his oppononts axe
typical of the d:'\ff:ident attitude of the }ioscm:r philosophers
towards Western comsmnists and follow~travellerse Cornforth's
contentions ere vory much the sowe as those wo nentioned when
dealing with Chaloyen's criticism of the officinl Soviet
approach to the problems of history of philosophy. If it is
true thet Kemmeri's attack on those who are using criticism

of tho oult of Stalin's personality for enti-Leninist purposes
was aimed at Chaloyen, it is corteinly also aimed ab GCornforth's
position. The fact that Cornforth is a nilitant comrmnist

a;nﬂ sympathiser, would not, ir Kemmari's view, noke the situation
;my better. On the contrary, it only shows how dengerous it

is to hove ideological allies whoso cducation and intellectual
habits are basicaily different from those of the Soviet philo-
sophers, and who cennot be controlled by the same methods of
Party supervision as are Soviect citizense

124 Nonotheless, it is decmed necessary in Moscow to

create the impression that there is a corplete unity betweon

the Mioscow conception of Merxisn and the commnist ideologists
of the West. This is illuetratcd by the roview of the "Marxist
Quarterlv" Vo T OS; I‘z.losofn, N° 2 1956 signed by Bele Lepidus.
It quotes Poll:.tt‘s ‘erticlo in nun'ber 3 of the qua.r’cerly,
Campbell's review of Cornforth's threec volumes on Marxist

philosophy, Cempbell's attack on Tielden's "Vocabulary of

125/politics",
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Politios", and John Lowis' enalysis of the works of authors

_who have "approached commnisn”, according to Lewis' opinion,

"after a more or less serious study of Mexxist clossics".
Those works are Carew Hunt's "Theory and Practice of Commurism",
which, accoréing to Yoprosy Filosorii, is a "reference book
for the employees of the Foreign Office", and John Plonenatz!
"Gorman Merxisn and Russian Commnisn', ‘anidus concludes
bis article by seying that the propaganda of Harxisn in the
Magazine “Merxist Querterly" is remarkable for its creative
approach to theory and for tho connection it establishes
between theoretical ideas and the practical problems with
which the English people are now faced.

125, Gradually, informabion about philosophical trends
in the West which was originally confined to articles by
comrunist contributors from abroad, has become availeble also
in erticles by Soviet contributorse Itr does seen that the
long period of isolation in vhich philosophers in the Soviet
Union heve lived mekes it difficult for them to appreciate
present trends andAtheir origins at the beginning of the
century and in the period between the two wars. There is,
however, a c'le.f'inite desire in certain circles to convey what
is b;alieved o be objective information on whet is going

one

126/126,
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126, In an article by Gorsky and-Burkhard in Voprosy
Filosofii, N© 3, 1956 an account is given of the English
philosophicel megazine "Anelysis" in which the article by
Goorge Paul on Lenin's "Theory of Perception" is mentionéd.

True, no account of Paul's nasterly criticisim of Lenin's
"Theory of Reflection" (written in 1936) is given, b&t ‘éhe

mere fact that the article is quoted is significant. The
necessity of £illing in the gep in the cducation of Soviet
philosophers by conv?ying to them some knowledge of the dis-
cussion which took place in the West in the last fifty years
wes emphasized in a recent article by & corresponding member

of the Academy of Scicnces, S.L. Rubinshtein, a lcading psycho-
logist in the Soviet Union., The article is outstanding for

its courageous atterpt to explain the origins of modorn

realism and positivism as a development of the psycholog:}.cal
discussion of the beginning of the century, It is oxcéptionally
well-informed end quotes it:s sources liberally. It also- makes
a serious attergpt at an objective explanation of Russell's
"epistemology" and refrains from eny accusations of class
subservience, cven as far as Dewey hi‘.nself is concerned. '

127, An article by the "progressive Anerican philosopher",
Harry K. Wolles, specially comaissioned by Yoprosy Filosofii

to acquaint Soviet readers with the history of Freud's ‘.

Ppsychological theories, falls in the same category as 7

127/Rubinshtein's
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Rubinshtein's contributions. The arlticle strikes one by its
"objectivism"s Tho only concession to the negative attitude
to Freud is a treatment of him as of a frustrated physiologist
who - having failed to find a physiological explanai”on for
the. "behavicur" he observed - inveated a pragmatically useful
but unrealistic theory to explain it., The article is skilfully
written and conveys most of the relevant information, And
yet, obviously this proved too much for the editorial board
of Voprosy Filosofii, They made no correction to Telles'
article but in the next issue they published a review of the
work of a Japanese communist, Singo Sibata. According to
Sibata, Freud's doctrine, which had been imported into Japan
by the Americens, "is useless as an ally of progressive forces".
"Freud and his followers are not only cutting off humen mental
activity from its physiological foundation and socio-historical
conditions but they even exclude the possibility of a connec-

tion between the two", writes the Voprosy Filosofii reviewer.

He goes on to quote Sibata as saying: "Freudian determinism

is therefore profoundly idealist".

128, As compared to the whiffs of fresh air which are
blowing in the secluded atmosphere of Moscow philosophieal”.
circles in the form of articles from abroad - even-of such
articles as those bty Welles or P. Togliafti (esgs on early

Hegel) - the occasional contributions from the Western

128/satellites
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satellites are of less interest. in 1954, a delegation of
Polish philosophers came to loscow to establish contact Srith
. the Institute of Philéaophy of the Acadeny of Sciencese They
explained the special circumstances of philosophicel develop-
ment in Poland where several tronds, inimical %o Merxism, are
firmly rooted, The loader of the delegation, Adem Schaff,
mentioned the activity of the Catholic Institute in Ljublin
where, in 1953, seven hundred studonts were systematically
indoctrinated in Thomist philosophy. Some of these students,
Schaff pointed out, would mot become priests and \'ll‘)ult:i later
tako parf: in normel civil activities, Apart from Thomism,
ﬁhero was the neo-positivist school founded by Kasimir
Twardowski and a movement started by the neo-Kantian philosopher
Tatarkievicz. Schaff proposed to cstablish close contact with
Soviet. philosophers in order to help Polish commwists in their
struggle against neo-Thomism, There is little indication that
such cnllaboration has, in fact, developed. Either it was
deeﬁcd in}losémi inexpedient to enter into detailed and serious
arguments with the Catholic point of view, or else the Poles
themsélves—undg;‘stcoa that Soviet ideology developing in con-
ﬂit}pns of .strict regimentation could produce no efféctive
weapons for a struggle which was.to. be carried out in the

circ\ms‘banqes_ of semi-freedonm prevailing in Poland.

129/129,

- 129 -

129, As fer as philosophy of the Eastern peoples is 0011
cerned, there have becen & number of articles on Chincse and
Indian philosophy. Their main tendency wes to show “hat
everywhere in the East there had been a strong materialistic
tradition whizh had been suppresscd by the ruling classos on
the spot and ignored or slandered by the bourgzois philosophers
of the West. Recently, their Chinese colleagues seem to have
‘been putting pressure on the Soviet philosophcfs to give more
information about Chinese and Indian philosophies. One can
only imagine the reaction of the Moscow philosophers to these
insistent proposals. They camot believe that acquainting
their leaders with the works of obscure Chinese materialists
of the past can be of any use. They will probably pay 1lip-
service to collaboration with Chinese philosophers and then,
at most, start the publication of a special megazine £or the
study of Eastern philosophy under the auspices of Oriental
Studies.

130, From all these new developments of the post-Stalin
era in philosophy, such as information on philosophical trends
in the West, contacts with the ideological struggles in the
Satellites, as well as from the increased interest in the
history of Russien radicalism and e.arly HMarxism which produced
a flood of articles in comnection with the amiversary of
Plekhaniov in 1957, we can draw the general conclusion that a
certain "objectivism" in the approach to these themes and a

130/tolerance
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t;lerance towards higher academic standards is mainly dictated
by the dosire to increase the academic prestige of Sovie(t
pﬁilosophcrs » & consideration which had littlo weight with
Staline In other words, spoaking crudely, at a time when -
co-existence and acadenic conbacts arc encouraged, it is
impossi?ble to have teachers of philosophy in universities

who know nothing more about Froud than that he was an "inétru—
nent of capitalist oppression".

131, There is, however, no real attempt to pursue t};e
study of divergent views to the point when an open discussion
of the essential differences can become useful. The Soviet
philosopher has to know what the miscreants beliecve. He has
to know that they are wrong, and that they should be silenced,
He hes to lmow the answers he should give in order to save his
face, but there is no attempt to show him the way he should
set ebout refuting his opponents! views, One gets the impression
that those responsible for philosophical cducation have ;Lo;:g
abandoned any hope that this can be done, Nor is it nccessary -
in their view - to do so. Did Lonin refute the views of his
oppoxfxents? His methods of polemics werc violent abuse and
insihuatiqn and he was proved- right, not by his m’.‘gumen’bs;ﬂ

but by the victory of the cause ho championed, The Soviet
philosophers are still working on the same Leninist line a.ﬁtl
nothing which happened in the period of de-Stalinisation can
be interpreted as an abandonment of this lines . ‘

131/132,
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132, And yet, although the policy as far as philosophy
remains unchanged, the situation in which the philosophers
£ind themselves has considersbly altered, The increase of
information, both about Western theories and about th: develop-
ment of sociel and political thinking in Russia itself, is
considerable. Even in the most abusive articles in which such
specialists 1n ideological vituperation as Arab-Ogly or
Episkoposov attack bourgeois thinkers and scientists, Catholic
critics of Marxism such as Wetter or emigre Russien philoso-
phers such as Lossky and Zenkovsky, a considerable amount of
bibliographical information is conveyed. One is tempted to
think at times that the authors of these libels might themselves
be using this channel to convey information for the use of
their colleagues which it would be impossible to convey other-

wise« In the last ycars of Stalin's rule even such smuggling

of information into propaganda literature would have been very

dangerous for the authors.

133, These changes were not without their offéct on the-
"philosophicel discussions" which we selected as cxamples in
the third chapter of this survey., We have secn that contacts
between Polish and Soviet-philosophers did not yield any
results until recently., However, a Polish philosopher and
logician who visited Moscow in “the spring of 1957 gaincd the

impression that the official philosophy. represented by the

132/Institute
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Institute of the Academy of Scionces had lost all contact with

the young people who are really interested in philosophical
and logical problems, the mejority of whom are studying mat}':e-
natics and theoretical physics. They are well acquainted with
the vwork of modern logicians ebroad and are cager to learn as
much as ppssi’ble. All their sympathies are with the neo-
Positivist tronds in the West which have been off'icially.de-:
nounced as crypto~idealists The professcrs of mathematics
and theorctical physics at the large universities in the. USSR
are, according to this Polish philosopher, willing to provide
opportunities for gifted youny men to study logic and episte-
mology as it is understood in the West., He also received the
impression that philosophy in Georgia under Bakradze has a
different standing from that in Moscow, where the people in
the Institute of Philosophy arc merely Agitprop officials, -
The contact between physicists was far more fruitful and
affected the development of the philosophical discussion on
the foundations of modern physics, There was an interchange .
of articles betweon Soviet physicists and Polish physicists
and Academician Fok ¢ven published in Voprosy Filosofii his
private scientific correspondence with the Polish physicists,
According to the Rector of- Leningrad University, Aleksandrov,
it was Fok who personally established contacts with Louis de

Broglié in France, De Broglie had for yeers doubted the

133/soundness
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soundness of the Bohr-Heisenberg interpretation of the principles
of indeterminacy and complepentarity. De Broglie is possibly
the leading physicist who is streauously trying to re-restablish
a strictly deterninist theory of micro-physical events., He is
neither intcrosted in philosophical or materialist determinism
as such, nor does he claim to have substituted something better
for the theory of the Copenhegen School. But he believes he
has found the best way of doing so and he is looking for fellow
physicists who would carry on his research., As far 2s can be
judged, his is a far more radical attempt at a revision of
Quantunm mechanics than that of Blokhintsev. Voprosy Filosofii,
NO 6, 1956 published a translation of an article by de Broglie
on thi; subjects .
13k The seme issye carried an article by Professor Vigier
of the Institut Henri Poincare, specially written for Voprosy
Filosofii, in which Vigier makes a direct appeal for the
collaboration of Soviet physicists and for the(ir support of
de Broglie's theory. Vigier writes: "I consider it absolutely
indispensable for all opponents of the Copenhagen Schoél to
unite on a platform of dialectical materialism to fight back
against all Machist and idealist influences in modern physics".
The militant and, indeed, military phraseology of Vigier is
quite in tune with the pronouncements of - the most militant

Soviet philosophers. Vigicr offers the Soviet physicists his

13L/idcological
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ideologicel support of Marxism in order to get some kind of

technical co-operation in carrying out rescarch in the fields

of subnicro-physics. At the samo tiue, Vigief warns his Soviet
colleagues against ierxist ideologists in France who may be

pure Marxists but are physical ignoranmuses.

135, De Broglie's name is also involved in tho other
disoussion studied in Chapter 3, that on nathematical logic,

The new development in mathematical logic begen shortly after

an article was published in Voprosy. Filosofii over the signa-
ture of "Materialist". Attacking cybernctics as a pscudo-
science invented by cepitelists as & new instrument of oppression
of the working.olasses, the article spoaks of "the ideologists

of imperialism who -seized by panic in the face of the energetic
creative activity of human thought - werc led to invent such
misanthropic theorics as oybernetics", From time to time, a

Jibe at oybernctics can ’lpc found in the philosophical litcrature
of the period between 1953‘311{1 1955, The inventor of cybernetics,

Viener, isalways denounced as a "roactionary". The situation

changed abruptly in 1955 when Kohmnxrevealed » in an article

in Voprosy Filosofii, N© 4, that the attacks on cybernetics

had been organized by "progressive thinkers" all over the

135/world

Kolmen's attitude to Bertrand Russell is referred to
in peragraph 116 above.
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world and that the views expressed by materialists had been
shared both by French and Polish supporters of Merxist philo-
sophy. Kolman ednits that this approach to cybernetics was
profoundly mistaken, as had been demonstreted by the fact that
"one of the greatest physicists of our time", de Broglic, had
spoken in favour of cybernetics. Kolman proceeds to rehabili-
tate the founder of cybernetics, Norbert Wiener, as one of the
nost prominent American mathematicians. According to Kolman,
Wiener is not a boastful cherlatan inventing pseudo-theories,
but a serious scientist who even quoted the works of Russian
and Soviet colleagues with sypathy and went so far as to
criticize certain conditions prevailing in capitalist industry.
Thus cybernetics was restorca to a place of honour as "onc of
the major hopes of progress in industry".

1364 It remained to explain why cybernetics had been
originally atl'backed. No direct answer is given, although an
Academician, Sobolev, and two other authors in an article
following that of Kolman admit that the Soviet pz.‘ess had *
"slandered" the inventor of cybernetics, who had been accused
without any reason ofvhaving made statements to'the effect that
automnatibn must be directed against the workers and become ant
instrument of oppression. Sobolev and his colleagues reveal
that consid_e)::able work hed been carried out in the Soviet

Union on cybernetics and that Soviet mathematiciens, biologists

136/end physicists
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and physicists co-operated in this work with mathematical .
logicians. Kolman, on his part, regrets very mch that philo-
sophers had kept aloof f;t'o;a this work on mathomaticel logic.
He asserts that the uso made by bourgeois ideoiogists of the
theory of L.‘Lnfprmation and mathematical logic for reac'bio;mry‘
onds had confused Soviet philosophdrs and led thom to adopt

a sharply negetive and incorrect attitﬁdo towards both of
these disciplines. In a footnote, Kolman says: "A typical
exemple of such a nihilist attitude towerds mathenatical logic
can be found in the article by V.P« Tugerinev _and L.E, Haistrov
'Against Idealism in Mathematicel Logic', although there is no
question in this article of 'liguidating' nathematical logic!s
Kolman goes on to say that both the "theory of ini‘omai;ion“
and pathematical logic are now being successfully developed

by mathematiciens but not by philosophers: in conéequence,
problens of epistemology remain in the ‘background. Kolman '
mekes it clear that the study of mathematical logic has béen
saved from liquidation to a great oxtent 'begausc of this work
on cybernetics which roquires some application of symbolic
logic such as, for instancc, the Algébra of TLiogic of Boole.
137, _ One would think that Soviet philosophers, lil;a
Kolman, would draw a lesson from the bankruptey of the attacks
on symbolic logic and would be more caubious in-aséribing

ridiculous conceptions to bourgeois philosophers. But Far

137/fron it,
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fron it, Kolman argues that just as a nihilistic attitude to-
wards the theory of relativity and quantum physics among Soviet
philosophers had been provoked by the use which was made of

these theories for idealist purposes, so have Soviet

hilosophers
been induced o reject cybernetics as a psoudo-sciencoe lizcause

of the reactionary uses to which i, is put in the capitelist
world, Cybernetics is being used in the capitaiist world,
according to him, to frighten the strata of medium intolli-
gentsia into submission to work at low salaries, "Hold on %o
your jobs",- the capitalists are alleged to sey to the intell~
ectuals, "soon the machines will put you out of them and only
highly quelified scientists will remain". The situaticn in

the Soviet Union is quite dirferent, according to Kolmean; here
the medium intelligentsia is really needed, As in uvther respects,
Soviet philosophers when altering their attitudes to these
discussions are, as we sec, meking a strenuous atbempt to

give up as little as they cen of the methods and attitudes
they hed adopted, in the Stalinist period, - '

138, There are, at present, about fifteen hundred teachors
of philosophy in the various universities and institutes of
higher education in the U.S.S.R. They are Drg‘anized in units a
attached to the Chair of Philosophy of the Instituté in question.
In some institutions, philosophy plays an important part, in

others it scems to be limited to the humdrum indoctrination -

138/0f the accepted

50X1-HUM

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3



Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3

- 138 -

of the accepted text books on dialectical and historical
metorielism. Not all the universities havo a faculty of
philosophy comprising a nuiber of Chairs such as the Chairs
of Dialecticel Materialisn, of Historical liaterialism, of
History of Philosophy and evon of Criticism of Bourgeois
Philosophy. Such faculties oxist only in Moscow, Leningrad ~
and, epparently, recently esta'blishsd, in Kieve But certain
Departuents of Philosophy arc themselves rather 1a1‘go‘ bodio;,
numbering some ten or more members. Teachers of Pl;zilosophy
in other institutes of higher education of the same town take
part in the discussion of thooretical and orgenizational questions
which aro going on in such Chairs, Important Chairs of Philo-
sophy can be found in Yaroslavl, Sverdlovsk and in some of the
capitals c?f the Union Republics., Among the lattor the Chair
of Philosophy of the Tbilisi University is outstanding for

its activity and its rebollious attitude towards leadership
Va.nd.guidancc coming fron Moscow. Besides carrying on with V
the teaching of the curriculum established by the Ministry

of Highcr Education, the Chairs or Departuents of Philosophy -
arc the bodies in which post-graduate studics are organized,
139, Any disz.xussions which take place in such Depsrtmehts'
,of Philosophy remain private and no Chair has, as yet, nanaged-
to publish anything but occasional selected collcctive woz'JCS

of its memberss De:.ands have now beon raised soveral times’

139/for the publication -
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for the publication of philosophical magazines on the periphery
or in the Union Republics, which would compete with Voprosy
Pilosofii, the only philosophical periodical appearing in the
Soviet Union. It is remarkable that such demands hev: been
voiced and that they have not been immediately suppressed, but
it is most improbable that they will be satisfied. They arc
accompanied by cemplaints about the arrogance and self-importance
of the Moscow philosophers coming from provincial teachers ever
since Voprosy Filosofii was published. .
1404 In Moseow itself, the main body;:fhich the direction
of all philosophical activity is concentrated is the Insiitute
of Philosophy of the Academy of Science. A visit to this
Institute by the Oxford University delegation was scheduled in
September, 1956 but was cancelled at the last moment, The
delegation was told that the philosophers were still on vacation
in September and, besides, they quarrelled with each other so
violently that it was no pleasure meeting them. The Insi:i.tute
of Philosophy of the Academy of Sciences is closg]y connected
with the editorial board of Voprosy Filosofii, which occupies
a key position in the philosophical world, ’
141, The persons who play an important part in both the
Institute end the editorial board of Voprosy Filosofii are
also regl‘xla.r contributors of ideological articles to'the

Party press as well as Heads of Departménts in the Higher

140/Party- School.
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Party School. The Party press organs sometimes take the over-
flow of philosophical discussions vhioh start on the pages of
Voprosy Filosofii, Sometimes the political.si@ificance of
these discussions is more apparent in articles in Komrmnist
than in Voprosy Filosofii, where they are cocooned in an
acadenic cobweb. For example, thé discussion on basis and-
superstructure was finaelly transferred to Kormniste

142, In an unsigned article entitled "For a Creative
Study end Development of the Thoory of Basis and Superstructurc"
in Kommmnist, NO 4, 1957, Stalin's conception of the liquidation
of the supcrstr\;.chxrc after the revolution is said to be, if
not necessarily wrong in itsclf, at least varongly interpreted
by commentators. In oyder to reconcile the theory of ‘the
liquidation of the bourgeois State, law, etc., with the main-
tenance of national ond cultural traditions, the erticle falls
back on the suggestion, mede by Kammari and others, of a
distinction between the 'bourgeois superstructure! and “the

! superstructure of.the bourgeois State's Roughly speaking,
_thi‘s. hair-splitting dcfinitinn meens that those parts of the
superstructure which serve tho‘ bourgeoisie in its effort to
maintain its supremacy - such as the ;'chai and State appai'a'bus,
religion, otc. - are 'bourgeois superstructure! and will be
liquidated, whereas other elements. of the superstructure of

a bourgeois regime such as progressive thinking; comrunist

141 /parties and
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parties and other workers' organizatiohs which also belong to
the superstructure, will bo modificd and some of then will
expend into the superstructure of the new socialist or conmunist
soocicty,

143, The emptiness of all this soholasticism becomes clear
when one looks for a principle by which one could determine
whether a certain element of the !superstructure of the imurgeois
State' belongs to the 'bourgeois superstructure' or not, But
it must be admitted that the article in Komaunist shows far
nore clearly than anything vritten in Voprosy Filosofii what

the discussion on basis and superstructure is about. It emerges
clearly as a by-product of the struggle for survival waged by
those who are fighting for the maintenance of tho ! cultural
inheritence of the past! against nihilist tendencies in the
Soviet Union. It also shows once more that the development ’

of a so-called philosophical thinking in the Soviet Union

cannot be carried out successfully without a study of the
function assigned to it by the Party in the political develop-
ment of the Soviet Union,

4y, It would be, however, futile to look in this philo-
sophical development for any independent initiative in the
struggles and tensions which are noticeable in Soviet cultural

life in recent months. There has been no such overt professiocnal

deviation among philosophers as that which has been exposed

142/and censured
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and censurod by Kommunist among historiens. Possibly tho

outcome of the conflict betweon the editorial boord of Voprosy

Istorii and the Commmnist Party will determine the fubure

i attitude of the philosophers. One cen hardly expect, bo\'fovor,

the people who are now in charge of the lioscow Institute of
Philosophy of the Acader:u./ of Sciences to show any idoo?.ngical
dering, It would be naive to expect that in the event of
enother split at the top of the Party hicrarchy, the roal-
protagonists of tho struggle would require the support of-
philosophical argunents to strengthen their positions Tho
tesk of the philosophers would only be to produce an ideo-
logical I‘ac;).rlo for a situation which would be the outeome of
a struggle by intriguc and political power and not by theoretioal
argunent.

145, The composition of the Institute of Philosophy and
of the editoriel board of Voprosy Filosofii is such that one
could hardly expect sufficient polarization of opposite t;an-
dencics to produce a ‘split among the philosophers. excep; in
the eventuelity of a split at the top of the Party. And yet,
certain divergenoics of opinion and reactions are noticeable
among top level philosophers. There are a few representatives
of the old generation of liarxists like Mitin and Rozental who
are trying to z‘cstofe their reputations as independent Harxist

scholars; there is the inevitable Fodoseov, a representative

143/0f the Byzantine
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of the Byzantine opportunism of tho last years of Stalin's
rulo who can now turn to his advantage the reprimand addrcssed
to him by Suslo‘v: for having supported Vozenensky, but who is
generally dospised for his ignorance and weathercoclk: tootios;
theré is stopé.nyzm who could be considered as the representative
of the Stalinist line and who has been silent over since the
XXth Congress; there is Kemmari, the chief editori of Voprosy
Pilosofii, who, like his predeccssor Kedrov, is a master at
providing an academic dress for every new ideological cempaign
started by the Party. It is impossible to believe that such
people could have any theoretical interests for which they
would stand wp and fight., The other membors of the editorial
‘board of Voprosy Filosofii are even more insignificant (for
instence, Shishkin, whose rccent book on 'Commnist Morals!

is possibly the most vulgar, commonplace Soviet propaganda
patohwork, particulerly at a time when the real moral problems
are bciné acutely discussed in Soviet works of fiction) Tlf;ere
is, however, on the editoriél board of Voprosy Filosofii,
Prof‘essor AD. Aleksa;xdrov, the present Recgtor of Leningrad
University. He jdined the editorial board as an vutsidef and
a specialist on physics after Stalin's de;th and aé the dis-’
cussion on the théory of relativity and the principle ot: in-
deterninacy was developing. He has-now becomé a rather

prominent figure in Soviet cultural life. "In the au&um of '

144/1956 he attacked
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and cansu;vod by Kommunist among historians. Possibly the
mtcnrga of the conflict betweon tho editorial board of Yoprosy

) Istorii and the CDnrmni;t Party will deternine the future

- attitude of the philosophers. One can hardly expect, hovovor,
the people who are now in charge of the lioscow Institute of
Philosophy of the Acadery of Sciencesto show any ideological
daring, It would 'b'e naive to expect that in the event of
another split at the top of the Party hierarchy, the roal
protagonists of tho struggle vould réquire the support of
philosophical arguments to strengthen their positions The
task of the philosophez;s would only be to produce an ideo-

logical facade for a situation which would be the outaone of

a struggle by intrigue and political pover and not by theoretical

argumont.

145, The composition of the Institute of Philosophy and
of the editoriel board of Voprosy Filosofii is such that one
could hgr_dly expéct sufficient polarization of opposite ten-
dencizfs to produce a split among the philosophers except- in
the eventuality of a split at the top o_f the Party. And yet,

certain div_ergencies of opinion and reactions are noticeable

among top lavgi!. philospphers. There are a few representatives

of the»olé.l ge{)gration of iiarxists like Nitin and Rozental who
“are trying to restore their reputations. as independent Harxist

scholars; there is the inevitable Fedoseev, a representative

143/0f the Byzantine
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of the Byzantine opportunism of the last years of Stalin's
rule who can now turn to his adventage the rei)rimzmﬂ addressed
to him by Suslov' for having supported Vozenensky', but who .l.:
generally despised for his ignorance and weathercocl: ‘action;
there is Stepanysn who céuld be considered as the representative
of the Stalinist line and who has been silent over since the
XXth Congress; there is Kemmari, the chief editori of Voprosy
Pilosofii, who, like his predecessor Kedrov, is a mester at
providing an acedemic dress for every new ideological campaign
started by the Party, It is i:ﬁpossibl;;: to believe that such
people could have eny theoretical interests for which they
would stand up and fight. The other membors of the editorial
board of Voprosy Filosofii are even more insignificent (for
instenoe, Shishkin, whose rocent book on 'Commwiist Morels'

is possibly the most vulgar, commonplace Soviet propaganda
patchwork, particularly at a time when the real moral problems
are being acutely discussed in Soviet works of fiction)s There
is, however, on the editorial board of Voprosy. Fiiosofii,
Professor A.D. Aleksandrov, the present Rector of Lonﬁgrad
University. He Joined the cditorial board as an outsider and
a specialist on physics after Stalin's ;Eleath and as the dis-
cussion on the theory of relativity and the pr:inciple of in~
deterninacy was developing, He has-now become a rather

proninent figure in Soviet cultural life. ‘In the aui;.unm of ’

144/1956 he attacked
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195§‘he,attaokeﬂ_l t_he Ministry of Higher Education for its.
rigid policy with regerd to curricula and the guestion of
attendance ak lectures. And ever since, he has been & pro-
tagonist of a certain measure of acadeiic freedop., It is a
fair guess that it was through him that the article of Nazarov

and Gridneva was forced upon the reluctant editorial board

of Voprosy Filosofii, At least views which he expressed privatoly

on the disastrous cffcct of the reginentation of arts are
practically the seme as those in that article.

146, Quite recently, Aleksandrov came out with an article
entitled "The Education of thu Students is a Political Task
of the Utnost Importence" in Vestnik Vysshei Shkoly., In it

I;e pays lip service to the principles of Party conjtzjol and
Party leadership in the education of university students. Hec
does so in the strongest terms and, at the seme time, he is
no less deuem:.ned about the way in which Party con’crol should
be :.mplcnented. He is against adninisfrative measures- except
in cases vwhere formal breaches of discipline have taken place.
The s'budents should be allowed to speak their. ninds as long as
they do, s0 in an order]y nanner, He reports a students!
neeting at his university in which oriticism of _the Ministry's
educati:onﬂ policy wag aired on the very same lines as in his
own article published in Literaturnaya Gezcta at the begining

of the ‘c‘e'rm, The students wa.nt.cd to pass e resolution asking

145/For reforms
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for reforms and Aleksandrov clﬁims hé had dissua:ied thon from‘
doing so because "one should leave such matters to the com-
petent academic bodies", Aleksandrov is aiso in favour of
close cp-opera'bion between students and factory workers and
collective faimers at harvest time, and attaches great edu-
cational importance to these contacts, He claims that a
benevolent and tolerent attitude in all cases where there is
no gross violation of academic discipline is the only right
policy in fighting "liberalism and anerchism"s The presence
of this man in the councilsof Soviet official philosophers
might become impo;tant if he succeeds in introducing some of
the people who share his views into their central organs,
This type of benevolent and intelligent servent of a reactionary
regime who clains that, provided one is firm and does not
tolerate disorder, one can with advantage introduce liberal
methods and adopt a tolerant attitude towards progressive
elements, is typical of Russian tyrannies in general, Loris-
lelikoff in the nineteenth, and Stolypin in the twentieth
centuries belonged to this typce The emergence of such
characters in politics has always been a sign of the lack of
self-confidence f‘e'ELt by a despotic regime. They were mostly
tragioc figures who fell vietims to both sides which they
believed they could serve and save from ultimate disaster,

But it was under the influence of such men that tyranny

146/1earned subtler
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lefx;'nod subtler ways of control and a greater measurc of under—
standing of the social phenomena to be controlled, and it was
also under the protection of such men thot opposition to tyranny

becane organized and disciplined.

14.7/CONCLUSIONS o
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CONCLUSTONS

47, The history of philosophical development in the )
. . 50X1-HUM
post-war period in the Soviet Union falls into four clearly

distinguishable periods which are possibly followed by at

T e

least a fifth ono, the initial stage of which we are nov wit-

nessings At the beginning we note that the philosophers wero
abmit the last people in the Soviet Union to learn anything-
! fron the war-time changes inside the country. They ignored
jl the strength of nationalist feeling, which Stalin was to ex~-
'y ploit for building up impenetrable barriers between the West
and the reelm of his powere. At that time, G.F. Aleksandrov's
book on the'History of Western Fhilosophy' was selectud as an
example of the shortcomings of philosophers and Zhdanov .gave
the philosophers a severe lesson, telling them how t}xey should
- mend their wayse At the same til;l.é, he saved them fron far
more drastic punishment such as, for instance, was meted out
to Voznesensky and other people accused of cosmopolitanisme
148, Zhdanov's intervention inaugurated a now phase in

which the philosophers applied themselves dutifully to the

tasks indicated in his spsach.‘ But as they dj.d 50, they tr::.gd-
- to maintain the initiative in ideologioal work, tried to.act

as specialists of Marxist thinking, who can be trusted to

d;ievelop a theme of their own choice in accordance with the

general instructions hinted at in the pronouncements of the

148/ suprene
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3 - . supreme leadership., In this task.the philosophers failed ’ - .. ]
. . - = considerations on the part of the philosophers.who are among
lamentebly and incurred the wrath of Stalin b giving support L e
o 7 ne Supp the persons most compromised by their own sycophantic exploits
50X1-HUM
in the last ycars of Stelin's rule. The people at the head

to the building up of iarr's authority as e liarxist, Af‘i:e;:'

Stalin's rebuff in 1951 a generel freeze-up of independent
% & v pe of philosophicel dopartments and institutes have everything
activities by the philosophors set in. ¥lork wa practical. ’
v ? v s S . ol to losc by too shaerp a change in the general trend of Soviet
confined to commentary on end exaggeratod preise for Stalin's i - .
Y e ? philosophicel worke They are obviously not sufficicntly aca-
contribution to Harxist theor: Simultaneou: the isolation
. v oously s demicelly equipped to produce a revision of the foundation of
of 'philosophical thinking in the Soviet Union fro hilo- .
I F OP © * nom from s phi . Merxism which would make it a theory defensible in modern
sophicel discussitns going on in the outsid 13 a
E ophi Scussions going on in the outside world reache conditions, Nor have thoy the necessary authority o preach
its utnost limits, This isolation meant not merely ignorin, . .
' § unost limits. +e Lsolation moant not nerely ignoring any change of heart to the ruling cligue in the Soviet Union,
what was going on in the Yost, but active and systematic nis- .
Troy.are also in a particularly exposed position: whereas a
representation on a gigentic secalo. = The philosophers were g e
® & e . ' ¥ °F man of letters or a scientist cen easily teke cover behind
carried away by this anti-cosmopolitan campeign end be, an “ .
ey by P Palgm & his professional interests and achievements when putting forward
attacking general ideas in other branches of humen knowlecdge, .
demands which are frowned on by the Party, a philosopher openly
in particular in theoretical physics, This brought about a ) .
) B ) e deviating from the Party linc would simply be usurping the
reaction on the part of the physicists which becene menifest .
right of ideological propaganda which has been declared a

even before Stalin's death. Ve cen, therefore, say that, as . .
monopoly of the Commnist Party since 1921,
porhaps in other branches of Soviet cultural activit the . N .
P - STV, 150, This situation explains why official Soviet philosophy
rocess of de-Stalinisation 4n philosophy had already bo - .
? ® i . v Aglm has been lagging behind in the process of de-Stalinisation
in the last nonths before the dictator's ﬂisappoar&mce- . . s s
. and why it has been over-keen in the reaction against it
149, + After Stalin's death, the change in tho tendoncy

. . . which set in after October, 1956, Manifestations of philo-
o Seviet phitosophioat TrbnG Ls vory perked, and yob 18 X sophical and ideological thinking which showed independence °
is far less so then in literaturc, science or cven in ccononics ﬁ fron Party guidance have been limited, as far as official

e degad Thoomy. Mhis nay DarEly bo explained by per§ona1 publications are conceﬁed, to two instances. They were caused

149/considerations 150/either by

50X1-HUM

50X1-HUM

——————r—
Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R002200180010-3



0-3
Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/07 : CIA-RDP81-01043R00220018001

~ 150 -

either by intruders .on the Philosopliical field coming from
Aiterature or soience, or by philosophers from the national
minoritics in the Caucasus who 3 Like the' Arrienians r}\["r “fHe
Georgieans, are to a certain degree independent of tHd-Rilssian- .
-speaking iioscow centre of philosophical research at 'Ehé’:Ac?éiierw .
of Soiences and are Possibly enjoying the special pré‘b"e‘cf;b:ish

. of certain members of the ruling groups, Whatever rebellicts

attitudes towards offical-Soviet philosephy may have déVéioped
_in.the Soviet Union and even inside Moscow Um.vers:.tyi‘ :.tsel:t'

1,
 they have never been directly reflected in print, * Ind’u'ect

indications, however, can be found in certain wa.rﬁ:.ngs\gz‘vCﬁ
to, the Party by recognized philosophical author:.ties such"
Kamma.rl or Fedoseey that all is not woll in the ranks of
philosophical students.and that there have been dangei'oﬂlls .
deviations from the officially accopted view. Hints at 1='the'
existence of such deviations can be found in articles suich ds

that by A.I. Intchenko in Vestnik Vysshei Shkoly for Septeiber,

1956, The abortive attempt to propagate certain views on ‘thé
theatre, vhich was pado by Nazarov and Gridneva in Voproay_x
-1105«0?171, has shown that any. philosophical disousigi/onuof /
clgygs for loosening Party guidance and .controls on ideo-\:.

loga".xcal questions is at least Premature,.




